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Mortis, 10 ® die Martii, 1846 . 



Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire into tlie alleged Facilities 
afforded to vexatious and fraudulent Objections and fi-audulcrit Claims by the present 
System of Registration of County Voters for Members of Parliament. ^ 



IiU7i<E, 16 ® die Martii, 1846 . 



A Committee was nominated of — 



Mr. Newdegate. 

Mr. Craven Berkeley. 

Mr. Adderley. 

Mr. Ridley Colborne. 

Viscouut Sandon. 

Mr. Charles Wood. 

Mr. Stuart Wortley. 

Mr. Charles Buller. 

Ordered, That the Committee have powe 
that Five be the Quorum of the Committee. 



Mr. Walpole. 

Mr. Villiers. 

Mr. Hodgson Hinde. 
Mr. Parker. 

Mr. Bankes. 

Mr. Milner Gibson. 
Sir John Walsh. 



to send for Persons, Papers and Records; and 



S® Committee lave power to report their Observations and Opinion 
together with the Minutes of Evidence taken before tliem, to The House. ^ 



Mercurii, •2&° die Martii, 1846 . 

O^ereij That Mr. Parker be discharged from further attendance on the Committee i 
r. Wrightson added. ' 



Lunce, 30 ” die Martii, 1846 . 



Ordered, That Mr. Cowper be added to the Committee. 



THE REPORT - _ . . 




PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE 


- p. hi 


MINUTES OF EVIDENCE 




APPENDIX - 


- p. 1 


INDEX - - _ _ 


- p. 361 





- p. 367 
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report. 



THE SELECT COMMITTEE appointed to inquire into the alleged Facilities 
afforded to vexatious and fraudulent Objections and fraudulent Claims bv 
the present System of Registiiation of County Voteks for Members o’f 
Parliament; and to whom several Petitions, alleging the Existence of an 
organised and extensive System of fraudulent and vexations Objections to 
the Votes of duly qualified Electobs. were referred ; and who were em- 
powered to report their Observations and Opinion thereupon from time to 
time to The House ; H.ave agreed to the following REPORT : 



TN pursuing the inquiry committed to their charge, Your Committee have 
A found it their first duty to go into the matter of the several petitions referred to 
them, complaining of abuses in the way of objection to county voters alleo-ed to 
have been vexatiously raised by the Anti-Corn-Law League ; and for tlifs pur- 
pose they have examined, besides several gentlemen who have acted as Revising 
Barristers, parties connected, on the one hand, with the counties from which the 
petitions emanated, to substantiate the alleged grievance, and, on the other band 
with the Anti-Corn-Law League, to explain the proceedings complained of theii^ 
object, and the results. 

They have also gone, though with less fullness, into the other branch of the 
inquiry committed to them ; viz. the facilities for making fraudulent claims, 
which the present system of registration may be supposed to afford ; and on this 
head, perhaps, it will be convenient at once to bring forward the few observe- 
tions which Your Committee have to oiFcr, 

There is no doubt that, according to the law as it now stands, facilities do 
exist for creating votes by a system of granting rent-charges to the amount of 
40 r and of sphttmg up property into small freeholds of that value; and such 
facilities have been taken advantage of by different parties, at different times 
n in different degrees, for the purpose of increasing electoral influence throuoh 
he means of individuals so put upon the register. In many cases, these new 
electors are in no other way connected with the respective counties, and in some 
hurt™ bear no share in the county 

It is held by the courts* that such divisions of property, although made for., gt-w 

ofth?7l'?wTV^Tr“'''^''’® ’^bhiiifhe meaning III? “ 

vevanrp 1 • ' coramoniy called the Splitting Act ; but that “ a con- Newman 

Zs from 'be money 

Wer I, ^ possession also fi om the seller to the graves, x. Jurist. 

- n t avoid r" " ‘ seller, 

to muioTv voi ^ T“" 1 purchaser and seller being 

multiply voices at an election. ’ “ 

itlTdTrerabfi' ’ ‘‘ *“ Committee that 

qoalificatts Thth V of splitting up tenements into many 

either hy bri’nginsr it whi ’ ''T® “ "t"' extension, 

raisins- fhe ®i ? the provisions of the Act of William III., or by s,» n 

qnaht, cation out of rent-charges and freeholds, where the holder fs 4598 

not 
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not resident -within the county or division of the county for which he claims to 
vote, from 40 to 10/. On this latter suggestion, being rather a question of 
general policy than properly belonging to the province of Your Committee, they 
forbear from offering an opinion ; on the former, a recommendation will be found 
in No. 2 of the Suggestions at the end of the Report. Before, however, they quit 
this subject, they feel called upon to state, after a full investigation of the facts, 
that in the case of the numerous small freeholds of this nature which have been 
recently created under the influence of the Anti-Corn-Law League, they have no 
reason to believe (although the freeholds were acquired avowedly for the pur- 
pose of obtaining votes for a particular object) that they have been paid for 
otherwise than out of the funds of the purchasers themselves. The League have, 
ho-wever, contributed to this object by affording, in many cases, the assist- 
ance of their agents to facilitate the negotiations and purchases ; for which 
purpose, also, the sums paid by persons desiring qualifications in various counties 
have been collected into accounts with certain bankers to the credit of certain 
agents of the Anti-Com-Law League. 

With regard to the power of making objections, which has mainly occupied 
the attention of Your Committee, they think it will be convenient first to state 
the change -which has been made in the law upon that subject by the recent Act 
for “Amending the Registration of Voters.” Under the Reform Act, the objector 
was to give notice of his objection to the person objected to, or he was to leave it 
at his place of abode, as described in the list, or he was to deliver it personally to 
the tenant in occupation of the premises. Under the present Act (6 & 7 Viet, 
c. 18,) the objector is to give the notice of objection to the person objected to, or 
he is to leave it at his place of abode, as described by the list ; and whenever his 
place of abode is not in the parish or township to which such list relates, he is 
also to give or leave a duplicate notice at the residence of the occupying tenant. 
The most material alteration, however, made by the recent Act is, that the pro- 
duction of a duplicate, stamped by the Postmaster, of the notice of any of these 
objections, is made conclusive evidence of the service of the notice. 

An alleged abuse arising out of this new facility of proving the service of 
objections, is one of the principal grounds of complaint. It is alleged that, 
taking advantage of this provision, the agents of the Anti-Corn-Law League 
posted at Manchester on the 22d, 23d and 24th of August last, but mostly on the 
24th, the last day permitted by the law, many thousand notices of objection, (the 
Postmaster at Manchester states them, including duplicate notices to overseers and 
occupying tenants, at upwards of 23,000), principally directed against voters for 
North Warwickshire, North and South Cheshire, *North Staffordshire, South 
Lancaster, East Gloucestershire and Buckinghamshire; so late, and in such 
numbers, that the Postmaster w’as not able to despatch them for several days 
successively ; and that a very large proportion of such notices consequently did 
not reach their destination till long after the time contemplated by the law, — iu 
some cases after the day appointed by the Act for the overseers to notify publicly 
the objections made. It is alleged that these notices were, in a very large pro- 
portion, directed against persons of undoubted qualification, men of large property 
in houses and land within the respective districts, tenants of large farms, and 
other persons of that description, on the chance, as they imagine, of such parties, 
or some of them, not appearing to defend, and thus losing, their votes : that in fact 
a large number of unquestionable votes was thus struck off for want of such ap- 
pearance, the parties objected to being in many cases prevented from attending 
by remoteness of residence, illness, business, unwillingness to lose their time, or, 
as in some cases, on the conviction that the notices which had been delivered 
beyond the [time appointed by law were informal : and it is also stated that a 
very small proportion of such objections proved on examination to be valid; 
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while the redress intended to be provided for such cases by the late Registration 
Act in the power conferred on Revising Barristers to award costs, was withheld, 
or refused, except in a few instances ; either because the objector having failed to 
sustain one objection, declined to attempt to sustain any more, and was thus 
enabled according to the interpretation put upon the Act, to withdraw himself 
altogether from liability to costs, or else because some trifling amendment in the 
description was required in the opinion of the Revising Barrister; and that by 
reason of a rule generally laid down by Revising Barristers, that no costs shall 
ever be allowed when an amendment, however trifling, is admitted in the descrip- 
tion the claimant was in such cases precluded from obtaining compensation for 
his loss of time or the trouble imposed on him in sustaining his vote. 

Complaint is further made, that the agents of the League in most cases did not 
even attempt to sustain a serious objection, but confined themselves to raising 
some trifling objection as to the description, to shield themselves from costs; 
and it is also stated, that in the cases of South Cheshire and North Warwickshire 
persons were selected as objectors, who, having notices so numerous to sign in so 
short a time that they could not get through them themselves, delegated that task 
to a great extent to others, who signed their names for them, and thus created 
many invalid notices; the invalidity of which, when established, was held to be a 
reason for not giving costs to the voter who appeared to answer them, though, 
if he had not appeared, he would have lost his vote for non-appearance. 

Now, on this statement, the main points, which appear to be disputed by the 
other party, are not as to the number of objections served, nor that a large pro- 
portion of them were served on parties of undoubted qualifications. The numbers 
stated by the Chairman of the League, when analysed, will be found to vary 
in no material degree from those of the complainants. The main difference is 
in the proportion claimed as successful, and in the inference to be consequently 
drawn from such proportion, as to the vexatious or justifiable use which shall be 
held to have been made by the League of the opportunities of objection offered 
by the law. On this point the conclusions drawn by the respective parties do 
materially differ; and on neither side is such evidence adduced as can lead to 
a very accurate conclusion. The details of what takes place in the Revising 
Barristers’ Courts are not matter of official record, and the best information to be 
gained respecting them is, in most cases, derived from imperfect recollection, 
or from the notes of the contending parties taken hastily on the spot, and com- 
municated, possibly with some exaggeration, to the party papers in the respective 
counties. Besides which, a different estimate of success will always be taken as 
an evidence of justification, by different contending parties. 

The Chairman of the League claims on his side as successful all objections 
which terminated either in amending the description of a vote or in expunging a 
name; whether, in the latter case, the name was expunged upon an investiga- 
tion of the qualification, or by reason of the non-appearance of the voter ; whether 
the name had been already struck out, or the description amended, at the instance 
of the overseer, or whether the alteration was solely due to the interposition of the 
League. - 

On the other hand, the complainants admit to the credit of the League only those 
cases in which a really bad vote was struck off" upon the hearing of the case, and 
where, but for the interference of the agent of the League, the vote would not 
have been struck off. 

One party conceives itself entitled to serve notices upon every voter, in the 
description of whose claim the smallest error can be discovered, and mamtains 
its right to do so, not only on grounds of strict law, but also as acting in the spirit 

451- '33 ' of 
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of the law, and as the only means by which such accuracy of description can be 
secured as will provide a pure register, and enable parties to examine into the 
real sufficiency of the qualification. The other party mainly looks at the hard 
ship of exposing the voter to the chance of being compelled to prove his vole' 
however undoubted, year by year, and of obliging liim to come up to the Court 
of Revision, at whatever distance he may be residing, and at whatever incon 
venienoe, frequently when tlie cause is a trivia] omission or a technical error - and 
that at no real peril of costs to the objector, who may only attempt to sustain 
his objection against parties not appearing, with whom it is evident he runsno 
risk, for if they do not appear he is certain of success, and if they do appear b 
■withdraws his objectiou. ^ ^ 

According to the different views of this subject which may be taken, different 
conclusions will of course be drawn as to the proportion of the objections made 
by the League which were really vexatious, or how far the League were justified 
upon the whole, in the general tenor of their course in this respect by the reasons 
assigned. The investigation, however, fully establishes the fact, that under the 
law, as It now stands, the bond fide voter is exposed to the possibility of such 
vexation and annoyance, that he might easily be deterred from coming forward to 
support his vote, however well entitled to it, and that, practically .speakinv he 
has neither protection nor redress. 

Under these circumstances, Your Committee beg to offer the following 
Suggestions, which they hope may prove to be a material improvement in the 
registraUon of voters, combining protection and encouragement to the bon(i,fik 
voter with sufficient security for keeping the register pure and in a state of intel- 
lig]ble and accurate description. 



SUGGESTIONS. 

U operation of the Act of 7 & 8 Will. 3, c. 2S, s. 7, commonly 

called the Splitting Act, should be extended to all conveyances, grants, con- 
tracts or holdings made or given by the same party out of the same tene- 
ment, for the purpose of “ multiplying voices in an election,” notwithstanding 
that such conveyances shall have been made band fide, and the purchase- 
money paid, and though the possession may be really transferred, without 
any secret reservation on trust for the seller. 

2. That any person, who has established his right to vote by sufficient 
proof to the satisfaction of the Revising Barrister, may require him to write 

Rroved against his name, and he shall then be entitled to the privileges 
conferred on a “ Proved Registered Voter but every person intending to 
prove ts rtg I notice to the overseer of his intention to 

, an t e overseer shall enter against his name in the register or list of 
oiaimants the words Claims to prove his vote and any person on the 
register may at the time of revision object to such vote without previous 

3. That a claimant to be registered shall insert the post town of his 
p ace of abode m his notice of claim ; and that in all cases where the notice 

by the post, the party objecting shall insert in the 
direction the post town stated in the notice of claim. 

j- reside within the limits of the same polling 
district as that in which the party objected to claims to be registered. 

cmidtif ^ double entry of the same name for a different qualification shall 
constitute a ground of objection. 

0. That 
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G. That the party objecting shall be bound to state generally the nature 
of his objection ; (that is to say) that he objects under one or more of 
these heads 1st. “ On the merits of the qualibcation.” 2d. “ On the 
ground of mis-description.” 3d. “ On the ground of a double entry.” 

7. That if he objects on “ the merits of the qualihcation,” he shall be con- 
fined to questions arising out of the third column. 

8. That if he objects “ on the ground of misdescription,” he shall be allowed 
to point out any errors, omissions, mistakes or inaccuracies in the first, second 
and fourth columns, or any mere verbal error in the third column; but he 
shall not be allowed, under that form of objection, to go into the merits or 
nature of the qualification. 

9. That on an objection on the ground of double entry only, he shall be 
confined to that head of objection. 

10. That for each notice of objection to Voters already on the register the 
party objecting shall deposit Two shillings and Sixpence with the overseers 
of the parish in which the property is situated, to abide the event of the 
Revising Barrister’s decision. 

11. That any person, being a “ Proved Registered Voter,” whose vote is 
objected to “ on the merit of the qualification,” shall be entitled, on establish- 
ing his vote a second time, to recover, as of right, the sum of Forty shillings 
from the party objecting, over and above the Two shillings and Sixpence 
which the party objecting had deposited with the overseers. 

12. That any person already on the register, other than a “ Proved Regis- 
tered Voter,” whose claim is objected to on the merits of the qualification, 
shall be entitled, on establishing his vote, to recover the sum of Two shillings 
and Sixpence, which the party objecting had deposited with the overseers, 
and also such additional sum, not exceeding in the whole the sum of Forty 
shillings, as the Revising Barrister, according to his discretion, shall think fit 
to award. 



13. That where a party has only been objected to “ on the ground of mis- 
description,” and the Revising Barrister has any thing to add to or alter in his 
claim, be shall not be entitled to any costs whatever; but where the Revising 
Barrister has nothing to add to or alter in his claim, he shall be entitled to 
the Two shillings and Sixpence, which the party objecting had deposited 
with the overseer, and also such additional sum, not exceeding the sum of 
Forty shillings, as the Revising Barrister, according to his discretion, shall 
think fit to award. 



14. That a party objected to on the ground of mis-description, shall be 
at liberty to make a declaration of what he considers to be the proper 
description of his claim to vote before a magistrate, who shall certify under 
his hand that such declaration was made before him ; and on such declara- 
tion being produced at the revision, the Revising Barrister may, if the 
description appears to be sufficient, amend the claim, or allow the vote, 
without requiring any further evidence. 



15. That the name of a party objected to on the ground of double entry 
may be retained on the register for all or any of the qualifications on which 
le claims to vote ; but he shall be bound to elect at which polling place he 
intends to vote, and he shall not be permitted to vote elsewhere ; and 
^ erever his name occurs on the register no entry shall be made against it 
10 this effect. 



45U 



a 4 



16. That 
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16. That where a person is objected to on the ground of double 
and the objection is sustained, no costs shall be given ; and the party ob' t 
ing shall be entitled to recover back the Two shillings and Sixpence whi b 
he had deposited with the overseers. 



17. That in all other respects the power of the Revising Barrister as to 
giving costs shall remain as it is under the 46th section of the 6 & 7 Viet 
c. 18, except that the amount which is not to be exceeded, shall be fixed 
at the sum of Forty shillings instead of the sum of Twenty shillings. 

18. That in the list of the persons on the register or claimants to be trans- 

mitted to the Clerk of the Peace under Act 6 & 7 Viet., c. 18, s 9 shall 
be added a column containing the names of those persons who claim to prove 
their vote ; and, in the list of persons objected to, to be transmitted under 
the same section, shall be added columns specifying under which of the three 
heads of objections in Suggestion No. 6 the parties are objected to ; and 
the Clerk of the Peace for each county shall, before the ' 

of , file the same in alphabetical order, and retain them till 

produced to the Revising Barrister, open to the inspection of any Registered 
Voter. 



Your Committee wish, however, further to state their opinion, although they 
are not prepared to offer any specific suggestion for the purpose, that without 
altogether depriving claimants or objectors of their respective rights as now 
enjoyed, it would be very desirable to render the registration a matter of official 
duty on the part of responsible and competent officers to be employed in forming 
and correcting county registers : They cannot conclude without submitting to 
The House that the present mode of remunerating Revising Barristers appears to 
have led to, or induced, a greater hurry of business than is quite compatible with 
that minute and deliberate investigation which is necessary to ensure as much 
as possible a complete and clear and accurate register, and that some alteration in 
the present system of remunerating these officers would be desirable. 



29 June 1846. 



proceedings 
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Mercurii, 18* die Marti/, 1846. 



Mr. Hodgson Hinde. 
Mr. Craven Berkeley. 
Lord Sandon. 

Mr. Newdegate. 

Mr. C. Wood. 



Mr. Adderley. 

Mr. Stuart Wortley. 
Mr. Parker. 

Sir J. Walsh. 



Lord Sandon was called to the Chair. 

The Committee deliberated on the course of their future proceedings. 

[Adjourned to Tuesday next, at 12 o’clock. 



Martis, 24“ die Mariii, 1846. 



Petition of several Electors for the Northern Division of the County of Warwick 
(referred to the Committee), read. 

George Whateley, Esq., called in, and examined ; vide Short-hand Writer’s Notes. 

The Witness delivered in a list of persons’ names objected to, for the Northern Division 
of Warwickshire, Birmingham, Nos. 1 and 2, Aston. 

[Adjourned till To-morrow, 12 o’clock. 



19" die Mali, 1846. 



PRESENT : 

Lord Sandon, in the Chair. 

Mr. Newdegate. I Mr. W. Cowper. 

Sir John B. Walsh. Mr. Baukes. 

Mr. Craven Berkeley. 1 

The Committee deliberated and considered the discrepancies in the evidence given before 
them. 

A letter to be written to each of the parties, enclosing extracts from the evidence 
containing such points of difference, and calling on them, if possible, to explain or account 
for the same. 

[Adjourned to Thursday, 12 o’clock. 



Jovis, 21* die Maii, 1846. 



William Charles Townsend, Esq., late Revising Barrister for South Cheshire, called in, 
and examined ; vide Short-hand Writer’s Notes. 

The Witness was directed to withdraw. 

The Committee deliberated. 

Question proposed, — “That Mr. Townsend be required to supply the particulars of the 
cases, and the decisions on them, to which his attention was called.” (Mr. Milner Gibson.) 
Question put. 

The Committee divided : 



Ayes — - 1 . 
Mr. Milner Gibson. ■ 



So it passed in the negative. 
451 . 



Noes - - - 5. 

Mr. Wrightsou. 

Sir J. B. Walsh'. 

Mr. Charles Wood. 

Mr. Adderley. 

Mr. Craven Berkeley. 

Lancelot 
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Lancelot Shadwell, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, and late B-evising Barrister for the County of 
Middlesex, was called in, and examined ; vide Short-hand Writer’s Notes. ^ 

Ordered, That Edward Alexander, Esq. do attend this Committee on Tuesday next af 
12o’clock. ^ ’ 

That Edward Newman, Esq. do attend this Committee al the same time. 

That John Frogatt, Esq. do attend this Committee at the same time, and bring with him 
the deed by which he proved the qualification granted by the Marquis Abercorn. 

[Adjourned to Tuesday, 12 o’clock. 



Mariis, 26” die Mail, 1846. 



PRESENT : 



Mr. Stuart Wortley. 
iVlr. Newdegate. 

Mr. Charles Wood. 
Mr. Addei'ley. 



Lord Sandon, in the Chair. 

Mr. Milner Gibson. 
Mr. W^’alpole. 

Mr. Cowper. 



Letters from Witnesses, to whom Mr. Wilson’s evidence was sent to reconcile differences 
between that given by them and Mr. Wilson, read, and considered. 



Resolved, That the parties to whom Letters have been sent, and who have not yet returned 
Answers, be informed that the Committee do not require them to answer the points reauired 
Oi them to be explained in the evidence. ^ 

[Adjourned till Thursday, 12 o’clock. 



Jovis, IS" die Junii, 1846. ■ 



PRESENT ; 

Lord Sandon, in the Chair. 

Mr. Bankes. 

Mr. Adderley. 

Mr. C. Berkeley. 

Mr. Cowper. 

Mr. H. Hinde. 

Committee Draft of Report prepared by him for their consi- 
To be further considered on this day sevennight. 

[Adjourned to this day sevennight, 12 o’clock. 



Mr. Charles Wood. 
Mr, Walpole. 

Mr. Newdegate. 
Mr. M. Gibson. 

Sir J. B. Walsh. 
Mr. Wrightson. 



Jovis, die Junii, 1846. 



PRESENT : 

Lord Sandon, in the Chair. 

Mr. Adderley. 

Sir J. B. Walsh. 

Mr, Walpole. 

Mr. Craven Berkeley. 

Draft of Report read 1 “. 

The Committee proceeded to consider the Report paragraph by paragraph. 

1 st par. read 2 °, and agreed to, with amendments. 

2 d par. read 2 % and agreed to, with amendments. 

3d par. read 2", and agreed to, with amendments. 

4t par. ^eadt2^ and agreed .to, with amendments. 

6th par. read 2®, and several amendments made. 

At 



Mr. Mjlner Gibson. 
Mr. Newdegate. 

Mr. Stuart Wortley. 
Mr. Cowper. 
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XI 



At the end of the clause, after “object,” insert “by afForclin^, in many cases, the assist- 
ance of their agents to facilitate the negotiations and purchases.” 

Question put, — “ That those words be added.” 

Agreed to. 

Question proposed (Mr. Nexedegnte), after “purchases,” to insert “for which purpose 
also, the sums paid by persons desiring qualifications in various counties have been collected 
into accounts with certain bankers to the credit of certain agents of the Anti-Corn- Law 
League.” 

Question put , — “ That those words be added.” 

The Committee divided : 



Ayes - - - 6. 
Mr. Newdegate. 

Sir J. B. Walsh. 

Mr. Stuart Wortley. 
Mr. Craven Berkeley. 
Ml’. Cowper. 

Mr. Adderley. 



Noes — - 3. 
Mr. Milner Gibson. 
Mr. C. Wo<jd. 

Mr, Walpole. 



So it was resolved in the affirmative. 

Paragraph 5, so amended, agreed to, 

The remaining paragraphs read 2 °, and agreed to. 

Suggestion 1 , read 2", amended and considered. 

[Adjourned till I’o-morrow, 11 o’clock. 



Veneris, 26“ die Junii, 1846. 



Mr. C. Wood. 
Mr. Newdegate. 
Mr. Viiliers. 

Mr. Walpole. 
Mr. Wrightson. 



PRESENT : 



Lord Sandon, in the Chair. 

Sir J. B. Walsh. 

Mr. M. Gibson. 

Mr. Adderley. 

Mr. Stuart Wortley. 



The Committee further considered the Draft of their Report. 

First suggestion again read. 

Question proposed (by Mr. Stuart Worthy), to leave out all the words after the first 
word " that, ’ in order to insert “ the operation of tlie Act 7 & 8 Will. 3, c. 25, s. 7, com- 
monly called the Splitting Act, should be extended to all conveyances, grants, contracts or 
oldingg, made or given by the same party out of the same tenement, for the purpose of 
i election, notwithstanding that such conveyances shall have been 

made ooua and the purchase-money paid, and though the possession may be really 
transferred, without any secret reservation, on trust for the seller.” 

Question put, — “ That the words proposed to be left out, stand part.” 

The Committee divided : 



Ayes - - - 5. Noes 2 . 

Mr. M. Gibson. 

Mr. Viiliers. 

So it passed in the negative. 

Words added. Suggestion, as amended, put and agreed to. 

Suggestions 2, 3 and 4 read 2®, and agreed to, with amendments. 

Suggestion S, again read. 

Question proposed (Mr. M. Gibson), — “ That the Resolution be agreed to.” 

Amendment proposed (Mr. S. Worthy), after “ that,” to insert “ a double entry of the 
e name for a different qualification shall constitute a ground of objection.” 

45^ • Question 



Sir J. B. Walsh. 
Mr. Adderley. 

Mr. S. Wortl^, 
Mr. Charles Wood. 
Mr. Walpole. 
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Question put, — Tliat tlie words proposed to be left out, stand part.” 
Negatived. 

Words added. 



Main question, — “ That the suggestion, as amended, be agreed to,” put: 



Ayes — - 4. 
Sir J. B. Walsh. 

Mr. Stuart Wortley. 
Mr. Adderley. 

B'Jr. Walpole. 



Noes - - - 2 . 
Mr. Milner Gibson. 
Mr. Viliiers. 



So it was resolved in the affirmative. 

Sixth suggestion again read. 

Question proposed, — “ That the suggestion be agreed to.” 

Amendment proposed <Mr. Milner Gibson), to leave out all the words after ‘^be ” in 1 
in order to add, “required to come into Court and prove that he himself is qualified 
to vote, before any of his objections are proceeded with.” ^ 

Question put, — “ That the words proposed to be left out, stand part.” 



Ayes - - - 5 
Mr. Adderley. 

Mr. S. Wortley. 

Mr. Walpole. 

Mr. C. Wood. 

Sir J. B. Walsh. 

So it was resolved in the affirmative. 

Sixth suggestion agreed to. 

Suggestions 7 to 16, amended and agreed to. 

Suggestion 17, read 2®, and agreed to, with an amendment. 

Several amendments made. 

Suggestion 18, read 2 ®. 

Question proposed,—*' That the suggestion be agreed to.” 

Amendment proposed (Mr. Miher Giimn), to leave out all the words after the first word 
“That,” in order to add, “All claims should he sent to the Clerk of the Peace, who should 
be required to make out and print die lists of such claims, and forward them with the parish 
lists to the overseers. ^ 

Question put,— “That the words proposed to be left out, stand part of the suggestion.” 
The Committee divided : 



Noes - - - 1 . 
Mr. Milner Gibson. 



Ayes - - - 6. 
Sir J. B. Walsh. 

Mr. S. Wortley. 

Mr. C. Wood. 

Mr. Walpole. 

Mr. Adderley. 

Mr. Wrightson. 



Noes - - - 1. 
Mr. Milner Gibson. 



So it was resolved in the affirmative. 

Suggestion agreed to. 

The concluding paragraph of Report read 3®, amended, and agreed to. 
EesuZued,— That the Report, so amended, be agreed to. 

Chairman to report the same to The House. 



MINUTES 
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PAGE. 



Marlis, 24“ die Martii, 1846. 

Geot^e Whateley, Esq. . - - l 

Mercurii, 25® die Martii, 1846. 

Mr. William Wilmot - - - 22 

Mr. John Benbow Hebbert - - 33 

Mr. Richard Fowler - - - - 46 

Veneris, 21 ° die Martii, 1846. 
Thomas Clement Sneyd Kynnersley, Esq. 48 
Mr. William Taylor Smith - - 61 

Mr. Charles Bradford Passman - 65 

Mr. James Gay Hiem - - - 77 

Martis, 31“ die Martii, 1846. 

Robert P. Willock, Esq. - - - 79 

Mrs. Georgiana Margaret Gottwaltz - 86 

Mr. George Nall, - - - - 87 

George Whateley, Esq. - - - 89 

Jbvis, 2° die Aprilis, 1846. 

Mr. John Wilson - - - - 91 

Mr. William Jenkins - - - 98 

Mr. Richard Helps - - -- - 107 

Martis, 7“ die Aprilis, 1846. 

Colin Campbell Macaulay, Esq. - 117 
Henry Lucas, Esq. - - - - 137 

Mr. John Faulkner - - - - 144 

Martis, 28“ die Aprilis, 1846. 

Mr. William Manfield - - - 146 

Mr. Henry Verrall - - - - 147 

Mr. William Henry James - - 155 



PACE. 



Jovis, 30" die Aprilis, 1846. 

Mr. William tiemy James - - 1^7 

George Wilson, Esq. - - _ 175 

Martis, 5® die Mali, 184(5. 

George Wilson, Esq. - - » Iqq 

Jovis, 7“ die Mail, 1846. 

George Wilson, Esq. - _ _ 218 

Alarlis, 12 '* die Maii, 1840. 

Mr. Abraham Walter Paulton - - 232 

Jovis, 14“ die Maii, 1846. 

Mr. Julian Payne - - - . 236 

Jovis, 21“ die Maii, 184G. 

John Dick Burnaby, Esq. - - 246 

William Charles Townsend, Esq. - 257 

Lancelot Shadwell, E.sq. - - _ 271 

Martis, 26” die Alaii, 1846. 

Mr. Robert Baxter - - - - 278 

Mr. John Froggatt - 300 

Jovis, 28“ die Mail, 1846. 

Mr, Edward Nelson Alexander - - 304 

Mr. Edward Newman - _ _ 317 

Jovis, 4" die Junii, 1846. 

George Whateley, Esq. - - - 335 

Mercurii, 10" die Junii, 1816. 

Walter Wyndham Burrell, Esq. - 344 

George Dempster, Esq. - - - 354 



EXPENSES OF WITNESSES. 



NAME OF WPNESS. 



Expcuaes Exponsi'a 

of Jouvoey to in 

Londoa aod back. London. 



TorAi. 

ExpeiiBCB allowed to 
WitDOSB. 



W. T. Smith - 
W. Wilmot 
J. B. Eebbert 
G. M. Gottwalte - 
C. B. P&saman - 
R. P. Willock - 
J. G. Hiern 
G. Whateley 
W. Jenkins 

G. NaU - 
J. Wilson ' 

J. Faullcoei' 

N. Lneas - 
W. Wilmot 
R. Fowler - 

H. Verrall • 

T. 0. Kyonersley 
J. D. Burnaby 
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E. N. Alexander - 
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d. 



£. t. d. 
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4 4- 
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6 6- 

4 4- 
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se- 
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21 - _ 
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£. J. ii. 
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5 2- 
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9 0- 

6 6- 
9 4- 
7 3- 

11 fi - 
9 4 - 
6 8- 
2 2- 
9 6- 
3 1 - 
10 6 - 
6 3- 
26 10 - 
20 - - 
3 7 - 
5 - - 
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 



Martis, 24” die Martii, 1846. 



Mr. C. Wood. 
Mr. S. Wortley. 
Mr. C. Berkeley. 
Mr.Newdegate. 



MEMBERS PRESENT. 



Mr. Walpole. 

Mr. Hodgson Hinde. 
Mr. Milner Gibson. 
Mr. Adderley. 



VISCOUNT SANDON in the Chair. 



George Wbateley, Esq., Examined. 

1. Chairman.'l WHAT has been your connexion with the subject of the re^s- 

tration of Voters ?— I am conversant with the system of registration ; I have 
taken it up in North Warwickshire ever since the passing of the Reform Act, 
and 1 have paid a good deal of attention to the subject. I should mention! 
perhaps, that I am in the profession of the law,— a solicitor practising in Bir- 
mingham. 

2. You were cognizant therefore of the state of the law as it existed before the 
alteration in it in 1843, and subsequently ?— Yes. 

3. Do you conceive that the alteration of the law in that year has materially 
amended the practice?— I consider that the alteration of the law has amended it 
in some respects ; but that the alteration then made was far from being sufficient, 
and I consider the law is still capable of great amendment. 

4. Various abuses under the existing law have come nnder your observation. 

Have the goodness to state in what they consisted ?— 'I think one main abuse is 
the facility which the present law affords of serving indiscriminate notices of 
objection on large numbers of voters, and the want of security for costs in cases of 
vexatious andfrivolous objections. For instance, last August there were served in 
the parishes of Birmingham and Aston-juxta- Birmingham no less than 710 notices 
of objection, all purporting to be signed by the same person ; a man signing 
mmself William Worthington, of Cow-lane, Coventry. I attended the revising 
blisters’ court, in order to defend the votes of the persons who were thus 
objected to, and those persons comprised a great number of the most undoubted 
men of property ; men whose qualifications were perfectly notorious. I mention, 
for instance, that they comprised Captain Inge, Sir Thomas Gooch, Colonel Vyse, 
f held the greater part of the town of Birmingham. The notices 

M were sustained, or attempted to be sustained, on that occasion, by 

Mr. Morris, a solicitor of Coventry, and Mr. J. Acland, an agent, I believe, of 
me Anti-Corn Law League, certainly who was formerlv an agent, by Mr. 
Beswick, who described himself as being an agent of the Anti-Corn Law 

eague, and by the objector William Worthington himself. On examination of 
was perfectly apparent that they were in two different hands -writing, 
Tv> were all signed in the same manner, “ William Worthington.” 

e objector, William Worthington, being sworn, I warned him before-hand that I 
s ould strictly examine him as to the handwriting of the notices. I placed a notice 
e om mm, and asked him, having thus warned him, whether it was his hand- 
T swore that it was. I pressed this question several times, and he 

epeatMly swore that it was his hand-writing. I put another notice before him, 
a itterent hand-writing, and he swore that that other notice was in his hand- 
* A writing 



G. Whatehy, Esq. 
24 March 1846. 
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G. JVJiaiele^, Eiq. writing also ; and he accounted for the difference in the writing by statinp- Aot 
■ ' he had signed some of the notices with a steel pen, and the others with a n»'n 

M March 1846. jjg repeatedly persisted in this evidence, I introduced a to 

named Benjamin Stafford, and when Worthington saw him in the room he the 
after some prevarication, admitted that Stafford had signed a great number f 
the notices in his (Worthington’s) name. ITe would not swear that Stafford Iia4 
not signed 100, 200, 300, 400, or 500 notices in his name : he said that perhaps 
he might, he would not certainly swear that he had not signed 400 ; and then 
on tny placing again before him the notice which he had previously’swom was 
in his hand-writing, he said his former evidence was untrae, for that it was in 
Stafford’s hand-writing, and not in his own. I should remark, that these 
notices all bore the Manchester post-mark ; and although they appeared by the 
stamped duplicate, and by the notice itself, to have been put in the post-office at 
Manchester on the 24th, they were hardly in any case delivered till the 26tli 
27th, or the 28th of August, being after the period which the Reform Act has 
defined as the proper period for the serving of notices. I applied for costs 
m a great number of these cases, and the revising barrister, in many instances 
refused costs, on the ground that the notices, not being signed with Wor- 
thington’s own name, although signed by his authority, and by his agent, were 
in point of fact, no notices at all ; and therefore those parties were put to 
the trouble, inconvenience and expense of attending the revising barrister's 
court, without any costs being granted. Wherever costs were granted (and 
1 obtained them in about eight or ten cases), they were paid by Mr. Beswick 
tte agent of the Anti-Corn Law League, or by Mr. Morris, the solicitor of 
Coventry, who avowedly appeared on behalf of the Anti-Corn Law League -as 
the promoters of the objections. I ascertained, from inquiry, that this William 

VV orthmgton was a man of no property whatever, and perfectly unable to meet the 

costs himself ; in fact, his whole appearance was quite enough to convince any body 
that he was a man of no substance whatever. The result of the registration was, 
1 beheve, that about 11 or 12 votes were struck off out of the 710, iu respect of 
which notices which had been served, those 11 or 12 being principally men 
who were dead, or who had become disqualified. I ought to name that by far 
the larger number were upset on an objection which I urged, -and the revising 
hamster held with my argument,— that the notices not having reached the voters 
tut after the 25th, were m fact bad notices, and that he ought not to proceed 
upon them ; but, for the greater security of the electors, I proved their votes 
betore the revising barrister wherever the voter was in attendance. I was aware 
there was an appeal to the Court of Common Pleas, which might reverse the 
ecision ot the revising barrister, and unless I had proved these votes on their 
naerits, they would have been struck out in case of an adverse decision ; but the 
result was, that out of 710 objections served, only 11 or 12 votes were struck 
ou . A ^eat number of those parties who were thus brought to defend their 
votes had been objected to before, year after year, and in most cases the only 
objection that was attempted to be sustained by the objector was, that the number 
ru 1 ^ house had not been placed on the register. I may, perhaps, mention, 
that m my own case, having received a notice of objection signed by Wor- 
mmgton as to my vote in North Warwickshire, and one by a man named 
Davenport ot .Leek as to my vote in North Staffordshire, I wrote to each of 
those personS’ giving them all the particulars of my qualification, stating when 
had purchased the property, what I had paid for it, whom I had iiurchased 
It Irom, and the date or my conveyance, offering to show the conveyance if they 

Tido V ° n ™1J ” saying that if they persisted in the 

jection I should apply for costs. In answer to these letters directed to 
Worthington and Davenport, I received this letter from Mr. Acland, which, 
with the permission of the Committee, I will read. 

\Ths same was read as follows.] 

„ Q, Registration Offices of the National Antl-Com Law League, 

' Manchester, September 16,1845. 

■ ‘ Mr, Nathan Davenport, of Leek, and Mr. -Wmiam Worthington, of Cow-lane, Coventry, 
nave requested me to.reply to your letters. 

olpection to your name on. the North Staffordshire list of voters is 
grounded upon the insufficient description of your qualification in the fourth column. 

."Mr. 
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“ Mr. Worthington’s objection to ^oiir name on the North Wawickshire list of voters is G. JVhaUky, Fftj. 

based on the inaccurate statement of the nature of your qualification in the third, and the . ^ 

insufficient description of the property in the fourth column. 24 March 1846. 

‘ I am, Sir, 

Your obedient servant, 

" Mr. Geoi^e Whateley, James Aclund.” 

Waterloo-street, Birmingham. 

I attended in the Court, Birmingbarn, and defended my vote for North War- 
wickshire, and sent an agent to the North Staffordshire Court, and I established 
m 3 ''Vote and obtained costs in each case. But one of the great defects in the 
present system is, that there is no security for the costs awarded by the revising 
barristers being paid; for instance, in the North Warwickshire registration, 
after I had obtained costs in four or five cases, one after the other, Mr. Beswick 
held a consultation with Mr. Morris, the solicitor, and they then said they had 
determined that they would pay no more costs, and would send the objector out 
of the room. They told him to go out of the room, and he did so. The 
revising banister required me to prove not only Worthington’s hand-writing, 
hut that he had given orders for the notices to be put into the post-office before 
he would give costs in any other cases. I was unable to do it at the moment, 
and consequently I got no costs ; but if I had had costs awarded against Wor- 
thington, it was clear that they could not have been recovered, the state of his 
circumstances was so bad ; and no doubt for that reason he was put forward 
as an objector. I therefore would submit that one of the principal amend- 
ments required in the law of registration is to require the objector to deposit 
— I would say with the clerk of the peace — a certain sum of money, 1 1. or 2 1., 
with every notice of objection which he serves. I think that would afibrd a 
sufficient- security against vexatious objections; and if the objection Were de- 
clared a good objection, he would be entitled to receive back the sum of money 
he had deposited ; and if the defence to the vote should be considered a vexatious 
defence, he would also he entitled to costs against the voter, I think it would be 
found an inconvenient thing to any body of men, to pay down so large a sum of 
money at once as would be necessary to answer tlie costs in cases where twenty 
or thirty thousand notices are served on the same day. A case which I think 
capable of proof occurred at Manchester in August last. Mr. Beswick, the agent 
of the Anti-Corn Law League, in answer to an inquiry which i put to him, said, 
that he was repeatedly on the 22d, 23d and 24th going to the post-office iii Man- 
chester with large bundles of notices under his arm. '1 his shows the great 
number of notices served through the Manchester post-office. On receiving 
my own notice of objection, wMch did not arrive until the 28th, and having 
seen a great number which, did not arrive till tliat day, I wrote to the Postmaster- 
general, requesting him to make inquiry at Manchester as to the way in which 
the post-office authorities had conducted their business. 1 stated I had no wish 
to impute misconduct to any clerk in the post-office, but it appeared to me 
it was a subject well worthy of investigation, as it was possible that notices which 
were put in perhaps on the 25th or 26th, (which was too late to comply with the 
Act of Parliament,) might have been falsely stamped with the post-mark of the 
24th, and the answer I received was, that inquiries had been made into the cir- 
cumstances of the case, and it was found that so large was the number of notices 
of objection which were brought to the post-office on the 22d, 23d and 24th, that 
it was impossible to clear the post-oliice of them for several days. I made inquiries 
myself from the clerks at the Birmingham post-office, and received an answer 
that they had had immense piles of notices coming in from Manchester on the 
24th, 25th, 26th, 27th and 28th, some of which were for parties residing in Bir- 
Kungham and the neighbourhood, and others addressed to parties at a distance, 
f ought to mention, as an effect of this system of serving wholesale notices, that, 
in about 19 or 20 instances, the notices had never been received at all, either 
by the overseer or the parties objected to ; but the stamped duplicate was pro- 
duced, bearing the Manchester post-mark of the 24th, and the Court of Common 
Pleas has recently held that the mere production of the stamped duplicate by the 
party who posted the notice is conclusive evidence of the fact of the notice having 
been received by the voter in the ordinary course of post; now, my argument 
betore the revising barrister was, that it ought to be 'primd facie evidence only, 

Slid I tendered in every case direct evidence upon the face of the notice, (namely, 

°-45.- ^ 2 the 
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the Birmingham postmark,) that it arrived too late. The Court of Com 
Pleas however, as I before stated, has ruled that the mere production of 
stamped duplicate is conclusive evidence of the notice having been received 

5. Mr. Newdegate.'} Do you remember the date of that decision of the Co rt 
of Common Pleas ?— It is only a month or six weeks ago ; I forget the name^ f 
the case at this moment. 

6. C/iairman.] Would the votes have been considered bad of the parties wh 

did not appear ?— Yes ; on proof of the notice of objection having been posted 
the vote would have been struck out. ^ ’ 

7. Without any evidence ?— On proof of the service of the notice of objection • 

the onus lies on the party objected to. ’ 

8. There was a case reserved upon the question of the necessity of the notice 
being received by the parties to make it a good notice? — Yes. 

9. What was the result ?— If you speak of the North Warwickshire Court it 
was not further proceeded in ; the case was reserved, but the other side did not 
take it up. It was upon a case in Staffordshire or in Gloucestershire (I forget 
which) that the question was tried, and the Court of Common Pleas ruled, that 
the posting of the notice in due time was conclusive evidence of the receipt. 

10. I think you started you went into the merits of cases in which the notice 
was held to be invalid by the barrister, from an apprehension lest a contrary 
decision of the upper court might invalidate the votes if you had not taken that 
course ?— Just so. 

11. Would the ruling of the upper court in this case have invalidated all the 
votes vath regard to which this objection had been held to be fatal?— It would 
have invalidated them ; all those votes would have been struck out in which the 
parties had been absent or had not proved qualification on the merits, and, I 
believe that occurred in North Staffordshire or in Gloucestershire ; that there, 
in many cases, the agent for the voters relied on the mere fact of the notice 
arriving too late. I cannot speak from personal information on the subject, but 
1 believe the votes were struck out in consequence of the Court of Common 
Pleas having held that the production of the stamped duplicate was conclusive 
evidence. 

voter lost his vote if he did not appear during formal notice, 

and if he did appear he lost his costs ?— Yes. 

12. I think you stated that several of the notices in your cases were upset, on 
tbe ground of the notices not having reached their destination in time?— A 
number ot them were so upset. 

13. Mr. C. Wood.] Would it appear to the court at all that the notice was 
mtormal, unless some proof was shown on the part of the voters ?-It would 

ave appeared in this way 5 the objector would produce his stamped duplicate, 
and would prove that he put the notice into the post-office on the 24th, and 
produce the stamped duplicate by the postmaster, whose duty it is to examine 
tne notices, and see that they are accurate copies of each other, so that that 
would be conclusive proof on the part of the objector in the absence of other 
evidence ; but then I tendered proof by production of the notice itself, that it 
was no received until the 28th, and that fact was stated in the case which the 
court granted to the other side, but which the other side did not take up; 
inereiore ttie Court of Common Pleas' would have been in full possession of the 

5 ie 28th ™ received by the party 

14. Unless there is some appearance on the part of the voter, the proof of 

into the post-officc, and the production of the 
stamped duplicate is conclusive proof ?~It is now conclusive in all cases. 

c appearance is made on the part of the voter the notice itself 

IS all that is requisite in order to enable the vote to be struck off, because there 
18 no evidence on the other side ?— That is all. 

considered yourself bound to tender evidence in 

of Common Pleas has the power to reverse 
e revising hamster, and actually did reverse it in this case ; 

therefore 
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therefore had I relied upon that decision of the revising barrister, and upon g. Wkattley, Esq. 

that alone, that the notice was informal, and had tendered no proof of the 

validity of the vote, the Court of Common Pleas having overruled that decision, 24 March 1846. 
and declared that the notice was good, the voter would have been struck oft’ as 
a matter of course. 

18. Chaii'wm.'] What cognizance would the upper court have had of the fact 
that the party had not appeared to justify the vote ?— If the party appeared and 
proved his vote, the revising barrister would not include that vote in the case, 
because the vote would be established without reference to the validity of the 
notice at all ; the only case that would go up to the court above on the validity 
of the notice would be where the qualification was not proved. 

ig. Then the case sent to the upper court was not of a party who appeared* 
but pleaded the invalidity of the notice, but of some party who did not appear ? — 

No; it was a party who appeared, and pleaded the inv^idity of the notice, but 
gave no evidence of the validity of his vote. 

20. I understood you to say that the onus in the revising barrister’s court is 
thrown upon the voter to prove his vote as soon as the notice of objection is 
established ? — Yes. 

21. Therefore, if a party gives no proof in support of his vote after the notice 
of objection is established, the vote is struck oft' as a matter of course ? — Yes. 

22. Therefore, supposing the revising barrister to have rejected the notice of 
objection as invalid upon the point of law, and the voter offers no proof in 
support of his vote, the case would go to the Common Pleas upon the simple 
question at law as to the validity of the notice ? — Yes. 

23. Mr. C. Berkeley^ Did I understand you to say that in the case of a voter 
appearing to invalidate the notice that he lost his vote ? — No, that he lost his 
costs. 

24. On what ground ? — On this strange ground, as it appeared to me: — the 
Court of Common Pleas held that the objector must sign the notice of objection 
himself, in order to put tbe voter upon the proof of his qualification : the signature 
by the agent will not do for the purpose of attacking the vote. In the case in ques- 
tion, I extorted from the objector on cross-examination the fact, that this particular 
notice was not signed by himself, but signed by another man in his presence, and by 
his authority : the revising barrister held, and held quite correctly no doubt, tliat it 
was an informal notice, and that the voter need not be put upon the proof of his 
qualification : I then applied for costs agmnst Worthington, on the ground that 
although the notice might be bad for the purpose of attacking the vote, it cer- 
tainly was good as entitling the voters who had been brought up to costs. 

25. In that case the answer was to you that Worthington had never objected r 
— Yes, precisely ; Worthington not having signed it. 

26. Was it proved who had signed it?— Yes, Worthington admitted that 
Stafford signed it, and I produced him afterwards. 

27. Did you apply for costs against Staft'ordr — No. 

28. In that case the revising barrister refused tbe costs ? — Yes. 

2g. Chairman.'] Did he refuse the costs also in cases where the notice was 
inv^d, not by any error as to the signature to the notice, but where he decided 
it was invalid on the ground of its not reaching the voter in lime? — Yes, in 
almost all those cases. 

30* On what ground did he refuse costs in that case ? — In a great number of 
instances he refused costs on the ground that the number of the house was 
omitted, or some error of that kind ; and in a great number of other cases he 
refosed costs on the ground that the elector could not swear that he had actually 
paid out of his own pocket, or been at the loss of a certain sum which he 
required to be proved. There were several eases of gentlemen of fortune in the 
neighbourhood, one or two of them merchants and manufacturers, who were in 
attendance three or four days to prove their votes before their cases could be 
heard. The revising barrister asked them whether they would swear that they 
had lost the sum of 20 s. ; and the answer they gave was, “ We cannot speak to 
specific sum ; our business has been sufiering the whole time ; we have been 
here at the greatest possible trouble and inconvenience ; ” but the barrister said, 

“ I shall require it to he proved in every, case that you have lost something.” In 
some cases he gave costs to the amount of the expense incurred by a farmer 
in giving bis horse, a feed of corn. In other cases, where the voter had employed 

t>- 4 iv A 3 a professional 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




6 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 

G. Whateky, Ksq. a professional man, he gave the amount of his fee ; but in each oa«!P lie. 

"T ”*T^ costs, without reference to loss of time or injury to a man’s business. 

24. arc 14. 31. He did not consider the costs a penal security against frivolous 

vexatious objections, or compensation J'or loss of time r — No. 

32. Mr. Walpok.] AVhen the invalid notices were brought to the attenti 
the revising barrister, did the objector appear ? — Yes, he did. 

33. How did the bairister get over this clause in the Act of Parliament, “ th 

if in any case it shall appear to any revising barrister holding any court as afor 
said, that any pei-son shall under this Act have made or attempted to sustain a ^ 
groundless or frivolous and vexatious claim or objection or title to have 
name inserted or retained in any list of voters, it shall be lawful for the S 
barrister, in his discretion, to make such order as he shall think fit for the oav^ 
ment by such person of the costs In those cases in whicli the voter was tL-P 
to prove his vote, Worthington, the objector, said, “ T shall not appear-” then 
the revising barrister said he does not appear. In the very first instance I eot 
costs against him only on the ground that Worthington had sworn that he had 
signed the notice, and the revising barrister licdd that that was an attemntin» 
sustain. ^ ° “ 

.34- That gave costs — Yes ; but in ail the other cases where he refused to 
appear, I was refused costs, with one exception, I think. I proposed to call 
Worthington fertile purpose of establishing the fact that he signed the notice 
but the revising barrister said he would not oblige him to answer, and Mr. Bes^ 
wick and Mr. Morris sent him out of court. 

35. Had you the means of proving his hand- writing? — I sent over to Coventry 
afterwards, and I got a witness to prove his hand-writing ; but the revisiiw bar- 
rister held at first, that this evidence was insufficient, and that I should also prove 
tne putting into the post-office of the notice. 

36. Eventually he allowed costs upon your proving the hand-writing of the 
objection?— To a very trifling amount indeed. 

37. Did not the revising barrister in any instance refuse costs on the ground of 
the invalidity of ihe notice, when that invalidity consisted solely in the non receipt 
at the proper time of the notice? -I do not think he did. 

38. Were any criminal proceedings taken either against the party who swore 
falsely that he signed these notices, or the party who was proved to have used 
the name of the other person ?— None, and for tins reason : we knew that 
Worthington was the mere agent of other parties ; we therefore did not want to 
prosecute him, audit could not have been very easy to succeed on an indict- 
ment for perjury, as I had no regular shorthand writer present. It wouldhave 
been imjiossible to substantiate a case against Siafford, for he had signed with 
Worthington’s authority: an indictment for perjury against Worthington would 
have been the only thing. 

it appear in evidence, that Stafford had signed with the authority of 
Worthingtonf--Yes; I have the best authority for this, NYorthiiigton’s own 
evidence ; and it is stated in the best published report wliich I hold in my hand. 
1 could speak almost to the verbal accuracy of it. 

40* Was that pointed out to the revising barrister as an attempt to sustain 
orthington ? — He held there was an attempt to sustain in the 
md^dual case I have named : but in all the other cases of notices signed by 
otafford m Worthington’s name, the agent refused to appear. 

■ 41. Chairman.] As the law now stands, the whole constituency of a county 
might be called upon to defend their votes, though the notices did not appear 
..within regular periods ? — Yes. ‘ 

42. Upon their appearance in the court, and the objector not making his 
appearance, they would_ have no remedy whatever in the way of costs against 
party . If tlie barrister is right in his decision, that would be so ; unless 
the voter could prove the signature of the objector to the notice of objec- 
tion ; but I humbly think that the mere fact of the notice of objection being 
served ought to be sufficient to entitle the party, (the objector not appearing) 
to an order for costs against that person, leaving it to the party objected to 
to execute that order upon the right person at his peril : in other words, that 
the production of the notice of objection by the party objected to, (the objector 
not appearing), ought to entitle the voter to an order for costs against the 
person whose name is signed to that notice. 

43. Your 
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43. Your proposal of a previous deposit of costs required from every objector 
would meet that difficulty ?— Hardly so ; because I would add to that an increase of 
costs; I should even go so far as to give the revising barrister an unlimited 
power in Ins discretion of giving reasonable costs. It might happen that the 
orders which were granted against an objector for costs, would very soon 
exhaust the fund in the hands of the clerk of the peace. It therefore would be 
necessary to preserve to the revising barrister the right of making orders beyond 
the amount of the deposits, leaving those orders to be executed, as at present, by 
distress and sale of the objector's goods. 

44. Tlien you would allow that deposit made by the objector to be a common 
fund as it were, to be drawn upon for costs up to that amount upon the whole 
number of votes objected to by any one objector?— Yes. 

45. Without each pound being appropriated to the particular person objected 
to?— Yes. 

46. Mr. C. Be?'kelny.] Did I understand you that you would not limit the 
revising barrister in the amount of costs tliat he would grant to that r— lam 
inclined to think that an unlimited power would be good ; the limited power is 
very sparingly exercised at present. We bad one instance of a voter coming all 
the way from the Isle of Wight in order to prove bis vote as he had no agent in 
Birmingham; be proved his vote ; I forget whether the revising barrister refused 
him costs, on the ground that the number of his house was not stated, or wdie- 
ther he gave him 1 1 . costs, but that was the utmost extent which he could 
obtain. This appears to me a grievous hardship. A great number of notices of 
objection were served upon parties residing at a distance, the object probably 
being to take the chance of the non-appeai-ance of the parties. 

47. Mr. A/ihier Gibson.] Do I understand you to say, that in your opinion, 
the decisions of the barristers are improper decisions?— I would hardly go 
so far as to say that they were improper decisions : I do not agree with them, and 
their decisions on questions of costs are without appeal. The Court of Common 
Pleas has no power to revise the decision of the barrister upon questions of costs. 

48. Are the decisions according to law ? — According to law tliey ai-e, because 
the law invests barristers W'ith the absolute discretion of giving or refusing costs. 

49. The barrister does allow arguments upon matters of costs ? — Yes ; I 
have generally been heard ; I have sometimes produced evidence as to expenses. 

50. Do you recommend that the discretion of the revising barrister should be 
lessened? — I would lessen it in one instance only; I would draw a distinction 
between electors who have proved their votes already, and parties who have 
not proved them ; in cases of proved voters I would have them marked in 
the list as proved ; and in case those parties were objected to afterwards, and 
the objection failed on the merits, I would give costs to the amount of 51 . at 
least. 



51. Your opinion is, that there the mark of the barrister should appear upon 
the register, in order to guide the objector to show him that the person had once 
before substantiated his vote ; and in case of a vexatious objection being made, 
that heavier costs should be recovered? — I would do that. 



52. You mentioned that in some places several hundred objections had been 
taken to votes ; what place was that ? — In the parishes of Birmingham, and 
A ston-juxta-Birmingliam. 

53* Do you know how many objections were taken in North Warwuclcsliire ? 
—I cannot speak to more than those two parishes ; but according to Worthing- 
ton s evidence he signed from 1,500 to 2,000. 

54- How many objections were made in that division of t(ie county — North 
Warwicksliire ?— I single out two parishes, those being the two with which I am 
acquamted, or have any thing to do. My information extends no further than 
e evidence of Worthington, who stated he had signed, or authorized Stafford 
0 sign, from 1,500 to 2,000 ; he began on a Tlmrsday, and was signing till the 
bunday morning following. 

5, 55* Have you any reason to know or believe that the objections signed by 
anord might not have been good objections ?— I have reason to believe that 
of because I know, in a great number of instances, the qualifications 

I , ® themselves ; I had defended their votes on previous occasions, and 
, Mso that I substantiated a great number of those votes ; in every case in 
ICQ the voter was in attendance, I proved his vote on the merits. 



0.41. 
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C. maidry, Esii. 56. You Say that you substantiated the votes ; by that you mean that H 
— ■ votes were not struck ofFr — Yes. . 

24 March 184(1. 57. In any case was the vote amended ?— In many cases, by addition of ft 

number of the house. “ 

58. I underetand you, by making the vote in accordance with the law th»( 
you make the description what the law requires ? — Hardly so, because the C e 
of Common Pleas has held that it is not incumbent upon the voter already 
the register, to give the number of his house ; that has been held in vervlat! 
decisions in the Court of Common Pleas. ^ 

.59. Have you ever heard of this judgment of Lord Chief Justice Tindal- 
“ The direction at the head of the Form No. 2, appears to us to intend, that it 
the house is in a street, lane, or other like place in the parish, the Street er lane 
should be mentioned ; and if the houses are numbered, the number also should 
be given; but that if the house and premises are not in a street or lane, or other 
like place, hut in a road, or on a common, or the like, then the name of the 
property should be given, if known by any, orthe name of the occupying tenant”! 
— Yes, I am aware of that. 

60. The votes that you say you succeeded in substantiating were, in many 
cases, amended so as to come within the law as laid down by Lord Chief Justice 
Tindal ?— Yes ; but I ought to repeat that that law has been' held by the Court of 
Common Pleas to be inapplicable to voters already on the register, or rather that 
no revising barrister ought to strike out a vote already on the register because 
the number is absent. 

6 1 . In the cases of the votes you substantiated, did you obtain costs?— In very 

few instances. ^ 

62. Was the objection ruled to have been a good objection ?— No, it was not 

ruled to have been a good objection ; had it been so, the vote would have beea 
struck, off; it was ruled to have been an informal objection because it was too 
late ; and where the qualification itself was proved to be good, the absence 
of the number of the house did not constitute a ground for striking off the 
vote. ° 

63. The vote was amended? — Yes. 

64. The result of such an objection is to make the description of the voter 
what the law intended it should be ? — Yes, what the law now intends it should be. 

65 . Then the effect of these objections to the votes you substantiated was to 
cai^e such an amendment of the vote upon the register as made it in accordance 
with the law?— I do not say so in all cases. 

66. You say there were a great many cases in which you substantiated the 
votes? — Yes. 

67. But where, nevertheless, there were no costs?— Yes. 

68. Then I ask you whether the effect of the objection was not to make the 
description on the register what the law requires it to be ? — Most unquestionably 



69. Then in point of fact the register was rendered more in accordance with 
the law after the objections were made than before ?— Most undoubted!?, to the 
extent of those votes in which the number of the house bad been omitted. 

• speak of vexatious and fraudulent Ejections, 

include that class of objections which renders the register what the law intends 
It sliould be?— I should include them, undoubtedly, under the head of vexatious 
oDjections. In the case of Captain Inge, the description being, “ Freehold houses, 
aterloo-street and Bennett’s-hill;” every house belonged to Captain Inge. I 
received the rents for him ; and the objection was, that the numbers of the houses 
were not placed against his name, and I was refused costs on that ground. 

71. Mr. C. Wood.'] In point of fact, all the objections arise upon the fourth 
column ?— Frequently on the second column. 

,, ."Would, it not give rise to a great many fictitious 

votes if the law did not requii-e that there $hould be an intelligible description of 
the place of abode and the nature of the quaUfication ?— I think it would., 

73 - Are you of opinion that it is desirable that there should be no fictitious 
votes upon the register?— I am. 

party who causes votes to be amended, so 
persons may find out where the voters 
reside, and the nature of their quaUfication, does a public service ?— No, I do not, 

indeed ■, 
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iodeedj I do not go to that extent. I say that a person who signs notices 
of objection, having made previous inquiry, and being unable to ascertain the 
situation or description of the property, is doing what is right ; but I do not think 
that a person does a public service who objects to 300 or 400 voters, whose qua- 
lifications are notorious, simply because a number is omitted. 

75. The qualifications of the voters may be notorious to one person, I imagine, 
and not to another ? — In the cases I mentioned they were notorious to the whole 
constituency. 

76. Have you never objected to votes yourself? — Yes, I have. 

77. You stated tliat you had been employed in registration ?~I have never 
acted as a paid agent at all. 

78. Have all your services in the registration cause been volunteered on public 
grounds?— Entirely ; without payment of any kind. 

79. Have you objected to many votes in former times? — ^Yes, I have ; and if 
you will allow me, 1 will give you the grounds of my objection. 

80. Were you a voter yourself at the same time ?~ Yes, I was. 

81. Will you state how many votes you objected to, and the grounds upon 
which you objected?— I objected to between 700 and 800 voters for North 
Warwickshire. Those consisted of two classes ; one class consisted of trustees 
having no beneficial interest, and the other class consisted of leaseholders whose 
leasehold property was in the borough of Birmingham, and consisted of one 
house of 10 /. annual value, which conferred a borough vote, and of two or 
more other houses included in the same lease, each insufficient to confer a 
borough vote, but collectively of 10/. annual v^ue. In those cases the lessee 
claim^ to exercise his borough vote as occupier of the 10/. house, and to 
exercise a county vote in respect of three other houses which did not confer 
borough votes upon the occupiers. Upon that a difficult question arose on the 
construction of the Reform Act ; I took the opinion of the present Attorney-general. 

82. Mr. J!^ewdegate^\ In what year was that? — In 1836 or 1837. 

83. Previously to the Registration Act? — Yes; I took the opinion of the 
Attorney- general, of the late Mr. Harrison, of my brother, Mr. WTUiam Whate- 
ley, of the Oxford circuit, and of the late Mr. Bather, the Recorder of 
Shrewsbury j and they all advised me that those votes were bad. I took, their 
opinion also on the question of the trustees, and they all advised me, witli the 
exception, I think, of the present Attorney-general, that the trustees’ claims were 
bad also. Upon the grounds I have stated, I objected to those two classes of voters. 
The revising barrister over-ruled my objections to the lessees, and in a great 
measure over-ruled my objections to tlie trustees, holding, in the case of the 
trastees, that tliey might vote where there was something like a beneficial interest, 
or something tantamount to that, such as a power of selecting the objects of the 
Trust. For instance, he thought the trustee of a chapel should attend that 
chapel in order to constitute something like a beneficial interest. The revising 
barrister substantially over-ruled both my objections. There ivas then no court 
of appeal, and the only mode of trying the validity of the revising barrister’s 
^cision was a Committee of the House of Commons upon an election petition. 
Now that Committee could not enter into the consideration of the validity of any 
vote upon a point of law, unless that vote had been objected to at the previous 
revising barrister’s court. It therefore became incumbent on me to preserve that 
question for the decision of an Election Committee, and to object to tliose votes 
every year ; I took care that the voters should be informed, after the first year, 
that their attendance would be unnecessary if the revising barrister should, upon 
me first objection heard, continue his decision of the previous year ; I hope the 
Committee will perceive that I was bound to keep alive that question, in my 
view of the case. The Registration Act which passed in 1843, declared the 
votes of trustees to be invalid, and it established a court of appeal, which 
enabled me to try at once the validity of the leasehold claimants ; I served a 
^tice of objection ; I took the case up to the Court of Common Pleas, and 
that Court held, contrary to the opinion of the learned counsel 1 have named, 
that . the votes were good ; I acquiesced in that decision, and never signed a 
notice of objection against the same parties since. 

84. Mr. Milner Gibson.'] Were you in connexion with any society at the time 
you made these objections ?~7Yes ; these tilings are always done by societies. 

o5- What society was that? — The Loyal and Constitutional Association of 
cimungham. 

0-41. B 86. Within 
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C. Whatelc}/, Esq. 
24 March 1846. 



86. Within the county?-- Yes; in point of fact, a Conservative Association 
or club. 

87. Chdirman."] You were no branch of any association in London ? No 

88. Mr. Milner Gibson.'] To what fund did you look for remuneration?-lT 
none whatever. 

8g. Had you no professional charges ? — None whatever ; I did not make any 

90. Were you employed at the last registration in North Warwickshire to 
defend votes ?— I offered to go down and defend the votes which had been objected 
to in the way I have named. 

9 1 . May I ask to whom you made that offer ? —To the committee of the Loyal 

and Constitutional Association; the registration committee. ^ 

92. Did you undercalte to defend the votes before you knew whether they were 

bad or good ?— 1 had previously ascertained, from a number of my own personal 
friends who had called upon me, that these notices had been indiscriminately 
served upon a vast number of electors of the northern division. ^ 

93. Did you ascertain before you objected to a vote at the late registration 
or before you undertook to do so, any thing yourself about the vote, or did you 
trust to representations?— I did not sign any notice of objection at the last 
registration. On previous occasions I had always employed the most intellic^ent 
agents I could find to make inquiries into the validity of the votes, and I may 
say that in no instance have I ever signed a notice of objection without previous 
inquiry as to the validity of the vote, nor without having reason to believe that 
the vote was bad. The individuals employed by myself were surveyors or land 
agents, and parties best acquainted with the properties : I am speaking of the year 
1 836 and I think there were six or seven land-agents and surveyors expressly em- 
ployed for some weeks previously to make inquiry into the validity of the votes, 
and we never objected, unless there was a very reasonable doubt indeed as to that! 

94. How many of those 800 that you objected to in one year did you succeed 
in striking off?— There were very few struck off, because the barrister held that 
the votes were good. 

9.5. Chairman:] Upon the two points of law ?— Yes, as to the trustees and the 
leaseholders. 



96. Mr. Milner-Gibsm.] Have you never objected to any other votes than 
those m the two classes you have named?— Not unless I had other grounds; for 
instance, a belief that the party had sold his qualifieaticm, or had become dis- 
qualified m some way or other. 1 think I objected to one or two aliens. 

97. Can you recollect in any one year the proportion between the votes you 
succeeded m striking off, and the objections that were held to be invalid ?— No, 
1 cannot ; my impression is that the proportion struck off was very small, 
because both points of law were ruled against me. 

98. Did you consider when you made those objections that you were making 
vexatious objections ?-No, undoubtedly not; I was acting under very high 
legal advice upon a point of law. 

99. Chairman:] You gave notice, did not you ?— I will explain that ; I did not 

sign any formal notice, but I took care that the parties were informed. I sent 
roun a surveyor to them to say, “ Wedo not want to put you to unnecessary trou- 
ble ; but this ohjectKm is repeated this year merely to keep alive the point of law." 
hav^not Have you signed a petition to this House?— No, I 

, ^ aware that petitions have been presented to this House com- 

and vexatious objections ?-Yes. 

? the distinction you draw between the objections you made upon 
i of the Loyal and Constitutional Association, and which were ruled not to 
•« ^ jec 10ns by the barrister, and the objections now called fraudulent and 

vexatious made by other parties’— I think there is a very wide distinction to be 
I-B »■ objection on a point of law affecting the merits of 

5 “ “ fraadulent or vexatious objection. The question being 

«n„ <=“fer a double vote, I do not consider the objec- 

on on that point of law, the law being unsettled, as fraudulent or vexatious, 
notices i It vexatious, for a person of no worth or substance to serve 

a mere “<|>®?t™tnately upon a great number of the best qualified electore, upon 
™h as the omission of the number of a house. 

3 ‘ y gen uman connected with any other register in tile county? — Yes. 

104. M 
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104. Did the Association ever interfere with any other register? — Never. We 
have confined our operations, through the medium of the Registration Committee, 
to North Warwickshire, and the borough of Birmingham. 

105. Was your vote in North Warwickshire objected to? — Yes. 

J06. Was the case heard?~Yes. 

] 07. TYhatwas the result ? — I substantiated my vote and got costs to the amount 
of 20 5., paid by the Anti-Corn Law League. 

108. You do not complain of being aggrieved if you got costs? — Yes, I do 
indeed, very much. 

lop. Why are you dissatisfied with the costs awarded ?~I am very much dissa- 
tisfied with having my vote objected to. 

1 1 0. Did you ever know any one that was satisfied with his vote being objected 
to? — I do not tliink I did. 

in. Do you suppose that those hundreds of persons that you objected to, 
and whose votes were ruled to be good, were satisfied ? — They were all dissatisfied, 
without a single exception. 

112. Do you consider the time you have lost worth more than 20 ^.? — 

I hope so. 

113. Mr. C. Berkeley.'] In answer to a question put to you, you said you never 
derived any profit from the objections you took, or the employment which you 
have pursued in objecting to those votes ? — Never ; I have been paid, in some 
cases, my mere expenses out of pocket, such as chaise-hire. 

1 14. From what fund did you derive the expenses you naturally incurred ? — 
I derived that from the registration fund, the committee of the Loyal and Con- 
stitutional Association, to which a certain number subscribed. I think I subscribe 
rather more largely than most others. 

1 1 5. You derive your expenses from that fund ? — Not in every case. In one 
year I was 35 /. out of pocket ; I did not ask the committee for that, for we were 
low in funds. 

nfi. Have you ever carried your objections into any other county besides 
Warwickshire and Birmingham ? — I think never. 

1 17. You never employed any one to carry objections into any other counties ? 
—Never. 

118. Mr. S. Worlley.] I understood you that you volunteered to undertake 
the management of the registration courts on behalf of this Association ? — 
Yes, I did, in conjunction with Mr. Hebbcrt, a solicitor of Birmingham, and 
Mr. Suckling, also a solicitor. 

J19. Were you aware at that time that tliis was an association consisting 
entirely of gentlemen or voters of the county, whose attention was solely con- 
fined to looking after the register of that county ? — Yes ; I have been a member 
of that Association from the first ; I have been chairman of it. 

120. In what year ?— 1 think in. the year 1835 . 

121. Are you not of opinion that it is essential for the protection of voters 
from fnvolous objections, that societies of that nature should be represented 
and managed by gentlemen of standing and reputation, and who would not lend 
their name and authority to frivolous and vexatious objections ? — Yes, I am. 

122. Have you acted upon that principle yoursejfr, not allowing yourself to 
serve any notice of objection that you did not believe to be well founded ? — 
Unquestionably I have acted upon that principle. 

123. I understood you to say,t]iaton one occasion, or rather upon repeated 
occasions, when you signed from 700 to 800 objections, that they were founded 
upon grounds which you bad been advised by eminent and distinguished counsel 
were valid ? — Yes ; but in one respect I ought to correct myself. On recolleq- 
bon, I do not think I signed those notices myself; I believe they were, signed 
by Mr. Tooth, an elector of North Warwickshire, a gentlemen of high cha- 
lucter. 

124. They were signed under your sanction? — Yes. 

. 125. I need hardly ask you whether you were yourself, or the person who 
signed them, in a position to pay the costs? — At that period there were no 
costs ; afterwards, when I had notices of objection served, subsequent to the 
Registration Act, we were in that position. 

126. You think it important, for the protection of voters from improper, fic- 
titious and vexatious objections, that such a society should be superintended by a 
gentleman of high station and character in his profession of the law ? — Yes. 

0 ‘ 4 ’- B 2 127. Did 
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127. Did I collect from you that you received a note from Mr Ar.ior,i .1 

manager, of the objections ? — Yes. ’ 

1 28. I believe he is no lawyer at all ? — I believe not. 

i2g. Is Worthington a lawyer? — No. 

130. I believe Mr. Acland has had the misfortune to have been in twoorthr 
of Her Majesty’s gaols for libels ?— I believe so. 

131. Mr. fValpole.'] Do you know Mr. Acland’s hand-writing? No. 

132. Mr. Milner Gibson.] How many objections did Wortliington si^n?- 
I think there were 710 in the parishes of Birmingham and Aston-iuxta Bi 
mingham. 

1 33. Can you state in how many cases, of those that were tried and those that 
were heard, costs were recovered?— I think altogether I got about 10 h, aodi 
thought I had great reason to complain of the decision of the barrister with 
respect to the costs, and especially of his refusing costs in all cases, no matter how 
vexatious the objection was, in which notice had been signed by Stafford andnnt 
by Worthington. 

134. I am speaking of those that were heard and that were si^^ned bvWor 

thington ? — Yes. ^ 

133. And I ask you what proportion of the whole number carried costs 
I think only about ten of them. 

the 700 includes the whole; both those signed by 
btafford, and those signed by Worthington ; I was precluded by the decision of 
the barrister from obtaining costs upon the notices signed by Stafford. 

53 /* ^ want to know this, — out of those that were actually heard, what per 
centage carried costs ? — I think out of those heard I only got about 0 L or 10/. 
costs, and a great hardship I thought it. 

1 38. It is irnpossible for me to judge, from stating the amount, what proportion 
the bad objections bore to the good objections ; I want to know what proportion 
the objections which the barrister ruled to be bad objections, and in which he 
awarded costs to the persons objected against, bore to the whole number?— A 
small proportion only. 

139 ' Wortliington’s ? — A small proportion; I did not get more than 
ten. 

1^0. Is it not the case that those signed by Stafford were not heard? — No; 
some were heard. 

14?. When it was discovered that Stafford had signed for Worthington, and 
that the notices were illegal, were not all those objections at once withdrawn?— 
I think almost all. 

i^|.2, And then it was decided that you were not entitled to costs ? — Yes. 

)43- For any thing you knew, all those that Stafford signed might have been 
equally good ? — In many cases not so ; I knew the particulars. 

1 44. You knew nothing to the contrary ? — In many cases I did ; some of my 
own personal friends were objected to whose property I knew. 

145. You are a legal gentleman; I do not understand what you mean by a 
fraudident and vexatious objection ?— I should call a vexatious objection an 
objection which is signed by a party without anv previous inquiry into the vote, 
or perfectly well knowing that the qualification is a good qualification, and that 
the only error consists, if error it be, in the omission of the number of a house, 
or some other purely technical objection, and particularly vexatious if that objec- 
tion should be repeated year after year ; and I should call it a fraudulent 
objection if I employed another party to sign in my name under the same 
circumstances, the objection being a purely technical objection, and, if I after- 
wards, when I came to court, swore that I signed the notice myself. 

146. Have you ever read the 40 th section of the Registration Act?— Yes, 
I have it here. 

147. Does that 40 th section say that the revising barrister shall strikeout 
the name of “ any person whose name is included in any such list, or his place 
of abode, or the natoe or description of his qualification, shall, in the judgment 
of the barrister, be insufficiently described for the purpose of being identified? 
Yes. 

148. Where the person is insufficiently described for the purpose of being 
identified, should you consider that a fraudulent and vexatious objection ?-“No; 
but I will state this, that there was not one single instance in the whole of the 
710 , I believe not one, of a voter being struck off for insufficient description. 

149. Just 
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149. Just read the first part of the section? — “ That the revising barrister G. Whateley, Esq. 

shall correct any mistake which shall be proved to him to have been made in 

the list.” . March 184Q. 

150. Suppose a voter objected to, on the ground that there has been a mis- 
take ?—Yes. 

151. And it is proved before the court that an amendment ought to be made, 
and such amendment is made, has not the voter reason to thank the party 
who caused his name properly to appear when it might have been expunged ? 

—I think not, it would not be expunged for every mistake. 

152. But for causing the mistake to be corrected?— I think, in many cases 
he has no ree^on to thank the objector, and I will take the case I put before, 
these are not mistakes, they may be omissions. 

553 - Would it be better that the mistake should remain uncorrected? — It 
depends upon the extent of the mistake. I am not speaking of mistalces. 

154. Are you of opinion that small mistakes had better remain than that they 
should be corrected in consequence of objections being taken? — I think it better 
a small mistake, such as the omission of the number of a house, or a mis-spel- 
ling, or tlie omission of a letter from a name, should remain, rather than that 
tlie voter should he put to trouble and inconvenience. 

155. Do you apply the term fraudulent to a case in which the barrister has 
ruled that it was a good objection, and in consequence amended the vote ? — 

I apply the term vexatious objection in a great number of such cases, I should 
not say the objection was therefore fraudulent ; it might be fraudulent for other 
reasons, but not therefore fraudulent, and not therefore exempt from the applica- 
tion of the word fraudulent. 

156. You have stated that a very small proportion of the votes objected to 
in North Warwickshire by Worthington, and that were heard, were decided to be 
bad objections by the revising barrister, and to carry costs ? — Only a few were 
held so had as to carry costs. 

157. But in all other cases where they did not carry costs, I imagine some 
amendment was made upon the register? — In some instances. 

158. To what class do you apply the expression fraudulent and vexatious ; to 
any of those that the barrister ruled to be good objections ? — To all of those in 
which, without previous inquiry into the validity of the qualification, the objec- 
tion was made upon a simply technical ground, such as the omission of the 
number of a house ; all those were vexatious objections. 

159. Were they fraudulent objections ? — Not aU fraudulent objections; hut 
I should say that all those were fraudulent objections on the part of Worthington, 
where he had employed Stafford to write his name, and afterwards swore that he 
had written it himself. 

160. Would you apply the term fraudulent to any objections which were made 
legally, and in compliance with the Act of Parliament ? —No. 

161. Mr. Walpole.'] I believe no person but one on the register can object to 
a vote? — No. 

162. If a person who is upon the register employs a person not on the register 
to sign objections, do you call that fraudulent? — Yes, and for this reason, it 
would put the whole constituency to the trouble of coming up, without any 
remedy for costs, and without their votes being really put in peril. 

163. Was Stafford on the register ? — I think not. 

164. Chairman.] Do you consider it a fraud upon the spirit of the law for one 
party to employ another, who is not responsible in costs, to serve objections, 
which if not found good ought to carry costs ? — I do. 

165. Mr. Milner Gibson.] If the person objecting does not pay the costs, none 
of his objections can be heard ? — No, but the whole constituency is put to the 
trouble and inconvenience of attending. 

166. Chairman.] And if they should not appear, their votes would be struck 
— If they should not appear they would. 

167. Mr. Milner Gibson.] In the particular cases, which are the ground-work 
of this complaint, it seems that a great proportion of the objections did not carry 
costs? — A great proportion of the objections did not carry costs. When you 
sp^k of the objections, if you take the whole number you must take the 710 , of 
which by far the larger proportion were signed by Stafford, and therefore were 
iiot gone into. 

0.41. B3 168. Chah'T/ian.] 
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168. Chairman:] When you say good, you do not mean that those obiectir, 
would have been held to be good, but such as to have warranted the r ’ 
barrister in amending, but not in striking out? — Exactly so. The descriotri^*'^’ 
hardly any case was insufficient to identify the party. TJie case of Williau 
of Thorpe Constantine, near Tamworth, freehold houses, Waterloo-street 
Bennett’s-hill ; he was known to live at Thorpe Constantine, and his propertv w ’ 
well known, although the revismg barrister thought it necessary to put in 
numbers of about 70 houses. ^ 

i 6 q. Chairr/ian.] Were all these objections served upon persons of the oum. 
site party in politics to that of the objectors ? With two or three exceptions^ 
will name one— a voter named Isaac Trow, whose views I believe are in accordanc 
with those of the Anti-Corn Law League. They served a notice of objection unon 
him, and he brought me a letter afterwards from Mr. Acland, expressinglii' 
regret that he had been served with a notice of objection, offering to withdraw 
the notice, and saying that he was extremely sorry he had been insU'umeiital in 
having the notice served. 

1 70. Mr. C. Wood.'] Are you aware of the year in which the case of Eckerslev 
and Barker was Uded before the Court of Appeal ?— iSo, 1 do not recollect the 
name of the case ; I can easily ascertain it. 

171. Was it a year or a couple of years ago?— It may have been; I have not 
any recollection of the name of the case. 

172. Are you aware whether, within the last year or two, a great number of 

objections have been made, and a great number of re-claims made, in conse- 
quence of that opinion of Lord Chief Justice 'Jindal’s?— I have no personal 
knowledge of it. I have no doubt it is the case. ^ 

173. Have you any doubt that a number of persons liave thought themselves 

entitled to make objections, and to put in amended claims, on the score of that 
opinion ? — I think it likely. * 

1 74. Did I understand you that in some case since that, the opinion has been 
held that such in strictness did not apply to persons upon the register pre- 
viously to the last Act ?-I believe the effect of the decision to be this ; in case 
an objection is made to a vote already on the register, and it be proved that 
the number of the house is omitted, the barrister ought not to strike off that 
vote. 

175. Mr. Walpole.] He has the power of correcting? — Yes. 

_ 176. Mr. C. Wood.] Did I understand you to say, that you thought all ob- 
jections wm^ vexatious which applied to those cases which the barrister might 
amend .—No; I think all those cases are vexatious in which the qualification 

15 undoubted, or naight be ascertained easily by inquiry, and where the only 
objection is the omission of the number of a house, or any other omission which 
the barrister has power to amend. 

177 - Do you see any objection to that power of objecting merely for the 
purpose of amending the description, being altogether taken away, by Act of 
Parliament I mean ? — Yes ; I think there would be an objection to taking it 
away altogether. If you were to take it away altogether, you would have your 
register in an imperfect state, because very important omissions would occur, 
such as w-ould mislead a fair and honest objector. 

• niean. that no objection should be allowed on grounds which the bar- 

rister has now a right to supply or amend ?— I have not considered it This 
question comes upon me rather as a new one. I think there would be an objec- 
tion to takmg away the power. The objection would arise in this way ; I know 
^ instance in which a person was described as William Jaques, the name being 
Wilham James. In that case I should say it was a fair objection to make, ^er 
due mqmry at the place of residence. That case actually occurred. I think 
that would be such a mistake as would warrant an objection. 

179. Was It amended?— It was amended. I should say that no notice of 
objection was served, but in canvassing we had great difficulty. 

100. Is it not necessary that the objection should be made in order to have it 
amended on the register ?-No; in this case I believe the party came and pointed 
out the mistake. ^ 

i8i, Suppose he did not do that, might not any other person be misled? — 
€s , and therefore I think an evil would occur in depriving a person of the 
power of making objections to votes which merely require amendment. 

182. Would 
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180 ‘Would not a notice, directed according to the description given in the G.Whateley,'E&<\.- 

1 ‘m' be a sufficient notice to strike off that vote, if not defended? — Yes, it 

1 ought to say that that case occurred before the Registration Act, and ^4 184G. 

iherefoVe personal service or service at the residence would have been required 
to have been proved, before the barrister could have struck off the vote. It 
would now be struck off on proof of notice through the Post-office, directed 
according- to tlie entry in the register. 

1 8-’ Except by the voluntary act of the party himself, an objection must be 
made' in order to correct the ]-egister ; that is an essential point ? — I liave seen it 
done repeatedly on the suggestion of the overseer, or any other person : he has 
informed the barrister of the mistake, and said, “ This is an error,” and I have 
seen the barrister correct the error. It appears to me that the 40th clause Is 
^ven for that purpose ; it does not require an objection,. hut it is enacted, “ that 
the revising barrister shall correct any mistake which shall be proved to him to 
have been made in any list.” 

184. Mr. Nexo(kg(iU.'\ I think I understood you that the practice of the 
barrister’s court has been to make corrections where formal objections have 
not been served, so that it is virtually held that an objection is not necessary for 
the purpose of correction ? — Certainly. 

185. Mr. C. Wood.'] There is no method of enforcing correction, excep-t by 
means of an objection ? — No. If any one were to go before the revising barrister, 
no objection having been made, and were to point out to him the mistake, the 
correction would be made. In the year 1830, I think, before the Registration 
Act almost every tenant-farmer had a notice of objection, and nearly all the 
landed proprietors. I remember defending Sir Robert 'Peel’s vote ; he was ob- 
jected to among others, and there the objection was not at all on the ground of 
insufficient description. 

iS6. Would not the objection to erasing that clause be, that mistakes might 
remain without attention being called to them ?— I think you must correct them, 
but until a careful hand. 

187. You would leave the power of objecting as it is— under correction of 
costs? — Yes, under correction of costs. 

188. Would it be expedient to confine the right of objection, in cases 
tending merely to an. alteration, to those in -which there is a reasonable ground 
for saying tliat the description was not sufficient to identify the voter ? — I think 
it would. 

189. So as not to allow persons to make objections upon the pretence of a 
mere mistake or technical error in the description, and where there is no ground 
for saying it would mislead ? — Certainly ; I think that would be a sound distinc- 
tion. As the law at present stands, there are very few cases in which an objector 
might not shelter himself under some alleged correction being necessary in the 
register ; for instance, a man is registered for “ a freehold house, High-street, 

No. 21.” The objector might say, “You have some shopping, as well as the 
house ; insert the whole qualification.” In that case the barrister might hold it 
was an error requiring amendinent. 

190. You have di'awn a distinction between proved votes and others. Do you 
think it desirable that any person claiming to be put upon the register should be 
called upon to prove his qualification? — I am not quite sure it would be desir- 
able to go so far ; I see no great reason against it, but tbe plan I would suggest 
is this, — that every party already on tbe register, and also every person making 
a new claim, may, at his option, appear before the barrister, although no notice of 
objection has been given, and prove his vote ; and that against the name of every 
person whose vote shall have been so proved on the merits, and against the name 
of every person wffio, having been objected to, shall have proved his vote on the 
merits, the word “ proved ” should he written, in the published lists and in the 
register ; and in case a person whose vote has been proved should be objected to, 
and he should establish the same vote for which he is upon the register, in that 
case heavier costs should be given, and these costs should abide the event of the 
objection, instead of being made contingent upon the objection being frivolous. 

Would you in the case of a proved voter, as you call it, throw upon the 
voter the onus of proof on a subsequent objection? — Yes, I would, subject to costs; 
because the evidence in support of the vote is all in the voter’s power. The ob- 
jector has no power in many cases of proving a good objection, and the bar- 
0.41. b4 
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rister has no power to compel the attendance of witnesses, and if he h ■ 
might he a hardship upon the party to be obhged to disclose his own title 

192. Would it not be reasonable that an objector to a proved vote should he 

compelled to produce evidence of some change of circumstances 

entitle him to proceed with the objection? — I am disposed to think ” 
would do enough if you were to impose heavier costs upon an objector iii? 
event of his objection not being substantiated. ’ 

193. You would leave him at liberty to question the original vote which liiH 

already been decided to be good in the court ?— Yes ; but I would also remi» 
the objector to a proved vote to deposit a larger sum to answer costs than tm 
an unproved vote. ^ 

194. To what extent would you give costs against a person objecting to a 
proved vote ?— That is a question of degree ; I should be disposed to say that the 
costs should not be less than 5 1., but that is really a question entirely of deCTee 

195. Chav'man.'j And in the same way against a party who defends a rote 
proved to be bad, to the same extent ?— To the same extent undoubtedly, and 
the law is so. In all cases I would preserve to the barrister the power of eivintr 
costs against a person who makes a false claim, or attempts to defend one ; it is 
quite as necessary to guard against false claims as against vexatious objections, 

196. The law gives power to the barrister to give costs either way?— Yes. 

197. Mr. ffodgson Hvnde,] Would you propose any deposit on behalf of the 
party objected to ? — ^No ; because the person objected to would only have to pay 
one order for costs ; therefore most probably he would be able to meet it • but an 
objector may sign thousands of notices of objection. 

1 propose that all persons objecting should deposit 

1 or 2 L with the clerk of the peace ? — Yes. ^ 

1 99. Do not you think that that might be inconvenient to individual objectors, 
or to^^y persons, except large and powerful associations ?— No, I think not; an 
individud objector does not object to a large number of votes, and we know, 
practically, mat registration, both of objections and claims, is carried on by 
societies by political societies on one side or the other : the cases of individual 
objections are very few. 

200. You think it desirable that the whole tendency of legislation should be 
to throw the whole power of objection and defence into the hands of organized 
associations? — 1 think it will be so, whether you throw the power into their 
hands or not. I do not think you can deprive them of the power by any 
machinery you can devise. 

201. Is it not possible that large bodies of men may endeavour to influence 
elections, not only by maldng objections on a large scale, but by putting in 
claims to vote on a large scale ? — Yes. 

202. Is not one, in point of fact, quite as likely as the other ? — Not so likely, 
I think, and for this reason ; you have the guard of the overseers ; it is the over- 
seer s duty to write against the name of every person he thinks ought to be 
objected to, the words “objected to;” you have a considerable safeguard in 
that, and practically the overseers do so now; they did not do so at first; they 
left it to the two political contending parties to fight their own battles, but I 
now find that in cases where there are false claims put in, the overseer writes 
these words. 

203. What is the effect in the barrister’s court of that entry on the list of 
claims .r^Just the same as if a notice of objection had been served by a third 
party; the barrister requires the party to prove liis qualification. 

204. Does he strike out any claim against which the words “ objected to” is 
written by the overseer, unless an appesirance is made and proof given by the 
claimant? — Yes. 

205. Might it not be advisable to give the party objected to the power of 
giving notice by post that he does not intend to support his claim ? — I think it 
might; I do not see much objection to it ; the only difficulty would be that it 
imght be liable to fraud, and a third party might serve the objector with a notice 
of that kind, to prevent his attendance. 

^ 206. I presume it is to be done in the same way as the notice of objection is 
given?— I do not see any objection to it ; I find in practice that there is scarcely 
a case in which a single objector had objected to a single vote. 

207. In point of fact, the objections are almost universally signed by one 
persons— Yes. 

208. You 
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2fi8. You do not mean that that one person is always , available for the pay- G. Whateleg, Esq, 
ruent of any amount of costs awarded against him?— I say he ought to be. 24 March 1846. 

200- In point of fact, the Loyal and Constitutional Association employed per- 
sons to sign objections for them, as all other associations do throughout the 

country?— Yes. 

210. The individuals of the .Association are responsible for the payment of 
costs?— We have taken care that the individual objector should be always 
responsible, but he has not paid the costs himself; on the last occasion our 
notices of objection against persons in Coventiy were signed by my brother, 
and every objection was sustained. 

21 !. Do you apprehend that that practice of making objections by the over- 
seei-s is common throughout the country?—! think so, as far as my ex]ierience 



goes. 

212. Can you speak beyond the narrow district within your own knowledge ? 
—I can spealc of most parishes in Warwickshire, and many in Staffordshire ; I 
can speak of the borough of Birmingham, and East and West Worcestershire, and 
in those cases the overseers do their duty very well in that respect ; I have not 
known them fail of late yeai's. 

213. Chairnmi.} Wliat is the greatest number of objections you have ever 
signed or directed to be signed in one year since the last Registration Act ? — I do 
not thmk since tlie last Registration Act I have ever signed in one year 50 ; not 
30 notices of objection. 

214. Mr. C. Wood.'] Are you the person who signed the objections in North 
Warwickshire ? — I have signed them for some years against voters about Coventry. 

215. Or directed them to be signed ? — Yes. 

216. You act as the agent of die registration committee in North Warwick- 
shire?— Speaking generally. 

217. Are you not of opinion, upon the whole, that the present facility given to 
objections, leads to a series of frivolous and vexatious objections ? — I am 
certain of it. 

218. To an objectionable extent ? — To an objectionable extent. 

219. With the view to cure that, are you aware of any objection to restricting 
the right of objection, not merely to a person whose name appears upon the 
register, but a person living within the bounds of some limited district ; not a 
parish, but some more extended district, so diat he should be a person having the 
means of becoming acquainted with the nature of the qualification to which he 
should object ? — 1 do not see any objection to that ; I do not think it would 
cripple fair objections. 

220. Do you see any objection further to limiting the right of objection to a 
given number, that no man should object to more than 10 votes ? — I do not think 
that necessary. 

221. Would it not tend to prevent the wholesale service of notices by large 
societies ?— I think it would ; but I think it might tend also to prevent fair 
objections being taken; I might know, in the paiish of Buraingham, perhaps, 

1 00 bad votes, and it might be an inconvenient thing to me to get 1 0 persons to 
sign notices of objection ; it requires a little courage to do it. 

222. Are you aware whether the signing objections by neighbouring parties 
has led to bad blood between them ?— Yes. 

223. On the other hand, would it not lead to explanations? — It might act 
both w'ays ; you would hardly limit it to a particular parish in which the objec- 
tion is made, and in the case in which I have named before, the objector lived in 
the same county, as well as his qualification being situate there. 

224. I ask whether it would not he a good thing to limit the right of objection 
to .some person living within such a district as would give him the means of 
informing himself of the nature of the qualification ? — Yes, 1 think it would ; but 
1 liave not known any instance of objections being signed by parties living beyond 
the limits of the county. 

225. Did I understand you to say that you were not prepared to make the 
register final in any case, to protect the proved voter from an objection for any 
fimited number of years ? — I have not been asked that question ; but I am not 
prepared to recommend the register to be final for any limited number of years. 

226. Mr. Wortley.] With respect to the 40 th section which you acquainted 
wkh, does it not appear to contemplate two classes of cases ; one, where there 

C are 
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are trifling errors in description, and the other, where the errors are of such 
nature as to prevent identification and to mislead? — Most clearly. ^ 

227. Was I right in understanding you, that a great majority of theoWc 
tions of which you have spoken in North Warwickshire were directed, if tie ' 
had any foundation at all, to trifling errors of description which could not 
lead ?— Certainly. 

228. Do you see any objection to limiting the right of objection, either bv 
means of imposing costs or other provisions, to those cases where the error or 
misdescription was calculated to mislead ? — I think that would be a beneficial 
alteration. 

22(). Practically, would there be any difficulty in the barrister deciding whe- 
ther there was or not reasonable ground for saying that it might mislead? 
— I think not ; it is the same discretion that is exercised every day by courts of 
law, and by Committees of this House. 

230. Are "you right, in saying that the barrister altered the entry in the case 
where the voter’s real name was James, and described as Jaques ? — I believe he 
did ; it may be that the voter sent in a new claim. 

231. I believe the prevailing decision is, that where it is not idem sonans,\]\i 
alteration could not be made ? — Yes, I believe it is. 

232. Mr. Milner Gibson.'] What has been the effect upon the register in North 
Warwickshire, of this system you complain of? — The efl’ect on the register in 
last year has been extremely small, because the notices were held to be insuSi. 
ciently served, and no case was taken up ; the consequence was, that all the 
objections but 46 fell to the ground, and about 1 1 votes only were struck off. 

233. J am not speaking of a particular case ; I presume there is a system of 
objecting going on on the part of two societies, ancl I ask, what has been the 
effect upon the register?— The system of objection has not been going on con- 
tinuously by two societies. I will take, as an instance, the Loyal and Constitu- 
tional Association ; except perhaps a dozen votes a year, we have not served any 
notices since the passing of the Registration Act. 

234. You say the effect has been small, I ask you the nature of the effect; 
is it good or bad upon the register ? — I think the effect, upon the whole, is bad, 
because parties are struck out whose votes are good votes, on account of non- 
attendance. In the year 1837. there were a great number of tenant-farmers and 
freeholders of the county who were struck off for non-attendance, because afethat 
period of the year they could not leave their usual avocations to come up to 
defend their votes. 

235. Are they bound to attend themselves ? — Very often no other person can 
prove the vote. 

236. I thought I understood you to say you defended the votes of parties?-— 
AVhen I say that, I mean that I conducted the defence. I called the parties or 
their agents to prove the validity of their qualifications. 

237. As the agent of the conservative party, was it not rather your fault that 

parties allowed their votes to be struck oft', than from any laches on their side?— 
1 think not. ' 

238. I thought it was the duty of the agent to look after the good votes that 
were objected to?— So I did. 

^39' you of opinion that there are fewer bad votes upon the register than 
there were ? — I am not sure ; I cannot answer that question ; I have not ex- 
amined the register with sufficient minuteness to ascertain by a comparison of 
the registers of previous years. It requires more extensive information than any 
one individual without the most laborious investigation could obtain. 

240. I understood you to complain of the revising barrister’s decisions?—! 
would hardly put it as a complaint. 

241. I wish to ask you whether you have any reason to suppose him other 
than an impartial judge? — As impartial and as high minded, and as honourable 
a man as ever lived ; he is a personal friend of mine, and agrees with me ^ 
poUtical opinion, and his bias, if at all, would be certainly towards my own side 
in politics, and not towards, the other. 

242. Do you impugn his discretion? — I am bound to say that I do not agree 
with his discretion, 

243 - 
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243. Do you think it desirable that the registration should be looked after by 
societies such as you point out?— I think that the only way in which it will be 
done; I mean local societies. 

244. You think it desirable tliat the registration should be looked after by 
local societies of that description r — Yes. 

245. On both sides of the question ?--Yes, on both sides of the question. 

246. Do you think that the effect of such looking after Is to purify it, and 
free it from bad votes ? — If the power of objecting is properly, and cautiously, 
and honestly exercised, it w'ould. 

247. Mr. JVoi'tley.'] Is it a good security for its being so exercised that the 
persons under whose management it is are persons well known in the county, and 
of high character and reputation tliere Yes. 

248. Chub'man.'] And that the parties who objected should be responsible for 
the costs in case of failure ? — I consider that necessary. 

249. Mr. Adilerlcy^ With regard to those notices that never arrived ; ^vas it 
set up as an explanation that they missed their destination, when they were re- 
turned from the dead-letter office, or was there an explanation given?— There 
was no explanation given ; the stamped duplicate was produced. 

250. Mr. Walpole.'] There were two propositions you suggested ; one was as 
to the deposit of 1 1 . or 2/. for costs, and the other was this, that a person 
objected to might have the power of producing the notice of objection against him 
before the barrister, and desiring costs awarded against the objector, if he did not 
appear? — Yes. 

251. Might not that work very disadvantageously in some respects ; suppos- 
ing the objector signs a notice of objection in the name of some other person, and 
supposing he serves that upon a party, and the party appears before the barrister 
and insists upon having costs against the objector, then the barrister would award 
costs against that person in his absence, who would not be heard to say he never 
made that objection, is not that so ? — Yes. 

252. Would not that be a serious objection?— No ; because the party who 
obtains the order ought to enforce it with great caution, and at his own peril ; 
before he enforced that order he ought to get evidence of hand-writing, and be 
satisfied that the person whose name appears at the foot of the notice did really 
sign the notice of objection. 

253. Mr. S. Wortley.] You spoke, before I came into tbe room, I believe, 
about the number of notices of objections served through the post-ofiice '! — ^Yes. 

254. What was that number ?— That was not accurately stated. 

2.55- What was the last day on which they could be put into the post-office ? 
— ^The 24th of August, for any part ofWarwickshire. 

256. On what day was the great mass of them put into the post-office ? — 
According to the post-mark, almost all on the 24th, some on the 23d ; the only 
notices that I saw were of the 23d and 24th. I hold a notice in my hand which 
bears the Manchester post-office mark of the 24th, and the Birmingham post- 
office mark of the 27th. 

237. Does not the present state of the law offer a temptation to make the 
objection at the latest possible moment? — Yes ; in order to prevent reprisals. 

258. For the purpose of abridging the time that the parties would have for 
preparing a defence to the objection?~Not so much with reference to the 
defence ; there is practically time enough allowed,! think, between the 26th of 
August and the fixing of the revising barrister’s court in September. 

359. Mr. C. Berkeley.] You stated that the notice of objection you held in 
your hand bore the Manchester post-mark of the 24th ? — ^Yes. 

260. And the Birmingham post-mark of the 27th? — Yes. 

261. How do you account for the long delay in the delivery ?— Only by such 
an enormous number being put into the Manchester post-office on the 24th, 
that they could not clear the office of them for several days. 

262. Mr. Walpole.] That leads me to ask another question; whether it might 

not be ^vantageous, in the case of serving notices by the post, that it should 
fi! law that the notice should be put into the post three days before 

the 25th of August, to give a longer time for the delivery of them than you 
d^' b/^ cases of personal service? — I am disposed to think that would be 

263. Mr. C. Wood.] Would it be enough to enact, that it should be put into 
some post-office in the county? — I do not know that that is very important ; 

^•4i' C2 the 
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the immher of cases in which the notice arrives too late, is very large, paiticu 
larly with voters who reside in agricultural districts ; for instance, a farmer does 
not get his letters more than once a week. 

264. Mr. !Vortley.'\ Are you of opinion that the alteration in the law, as to 
service of notice through the post-otHce has given too great latitude to partie? 
in raising objections ?~I think it has. The alteration 1 would suggest is, that 
the production of the stamped duplicate should be good pr-imd fatk evidence of 
the service in due time, instead of making it what the Court of Common Pleas 
have held it to be, conclusive evidence. 

265. Would it not give sufficient latitude if it were necessary to serve the 
notice either personally or at the residence, or where there is no residence to 
put it into the post, as pnmd facie evidence ? — I think that would also be a good 
alteration ; but 1 am not sure that the system of post-office service is an improve- 
ment upon the law. 

266. Js there any reason for giving that facility, and merely making it suffi- 
cient to put the letter into the post-office, where the party has a residence within 
the district?— No, I think not. I should be disposed to confine the power of 
serving notices by post to those parties who reside at a distance from their place 
of qualification ; I think, on the whole, that would be a good alteration. I hold 
in my hand a list of objections served ; there were many more, 20 or 30, which 
the overse’er had not received at all, the consequence was, that they were not 
included in this list, but according to a recent decision of the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas, those parties would be all struck out without having knowledge of 
any objection. 

267. Chairman.'] So that the notice on the church door would be unavailing 
to a man, as a protection against the impeachment of his vote r — Exactly so. 

268. Mr. Milntr Gibson.] If a man described himself of Fleet-street, London, 
would it not be a matter of great expense and trouble to find that man out, and 
to serve a notice upon him ? — In such a case as that, I would give the power to 
put the notice into the post-office. 

269. If a man described himself, his place of abode, and his qualification 
upon the register, as the law requires, is there any doubt that a letter would find 
him ? —There is very great doubt ; because in this very case there were upwards 
of 20 instances in which the overseer had received no notice. 

270. Mr. Walpole.] Then if he does not receive the notice of objection on or 
before the 25th of August, he does not publish the objection at all? — I think he 
perhaps ought not ; in this case he did. 

271. Is it not practically so ?— No, in this instance it was not the case. 

272. Mr. Wood.] The overseer does not publish till tlie 1st of September? 
— No. 

273. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Supposing a party has chosen not to give a proper 
description' of the place where the property is situate, the letter to the overseer 
may not have been properly directed ? — Yes. 

274. What overseer is it upon whom the notice is required to be served? — Of 
the parish in which the property is situated. 

275. If a person is incorrectly described, and the parish in which the pro- 
perty is situated, is it not probable that a letter would not find the overseer ?— 
A letter, undoubtedly, if directed to the overseer of another parish far distant, 
would not reach the overseer of the parish of Birmingham. 

276. Is it not clearly within your knowledge, that there are numbers of fic- 
titious votes upon the register, where the qualification is improperly described? 
— No, the reverse of that fact. 

277. If the property were improperly described upon the register, and a letter 
were addressed accordingly, it would not find the overseer ? — It ought to find the 
overseer of the parish in which the qualification is declared to be situate, and 
party could vote in no other parish, because included in no other overseer’s list 
The Registration Act makes a provision in serving the notice on the overseer, 
that it shall be sufficient to address the notice to the overseer without naming him. 

278. In, many cases the notice did not reach the overseer? — No, nor the 
party. 

279'. Could you suggest any other mode of publishing that list ?—I would 
suggest this other mode. If my plan for a deposit of costs were carried out, I 
would require the clerk of the peace to publish a list of the parties objected to, 
and of the parties by whom those objections were made, and who should deposit a 

Burn 
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sum of money to answer the costs, and the barrister should not enter into any g. E$q. 

notice of objection which did not appear upon that list, and so you would give — 

the party objected to a security that he would not be needlessly brought up to 24 March 1846. 
defend his vote. 

280. Mr. Wortley.'l Supposing any society within the county, or anywhere 
else, to be sufficiently patriotic to lay out their funds in correcting and making 
perfect the registry, would there be any difficulty, at the same time that they 
served objections, to let the voter know that it was for the purpose of amending ? 

—No. 

281. VHiere you find these objections taken, and the parties objected to not 
having received due notice of objection, are you led to believe that the object was 
to take advantage of their absence r — Yes. 

282. Mr. WaLpote.'l Do you think there would be practically any objection to 
requiring the objector to state the grounds of any objection in the notice ? — 1 do ; 

I have considered that question a good deal ; it would introduce a S3'stem of 
special pleading still worse than that which arises with respect to examinations 
of paupers and grounds of appeal in poor-law settlements. 

283. Mr. S. Wortley."] Do I understand you as being opposed to leaving the 
voter, when ouce upon the register for a certain period ? — I think it would be 
objectionable, you would have so many parties remaining upon the register after 
they had parted with their qualifications. 

284. Supposing they parted with them bond Jide^ do you think there would be 
any great practical evil in it? — I think any party whose connexion with the 
county has ceased, ought not to be allowed to exercise a vote for that county. 

285. Do not they retain, for manyj'ears after they leave the county, a certain 
degreeof community of interest with the inhabitants of that county, which would 
make it less objectionable that they should have the vote? — They may; but on 
the other hand yoti require the possession of property for six mouths or twelve 
months, as the case may be, as essential to the vote being conferred. I do not 
see the justice of permitting that vote to continue, after the property has been 
sold. 



28(1. Supposing a voter to have proved his qualification in the manner sug- 
gested by you in an earlier answer, do you see any objection to his name being 
retained upon the register, exempt from liability to objection on any other ground 
but that of having parted with his qualification, or a portion of it ? — No ; I cannot 
say I see any objection. 

287. Mr. lValpole.'\ With reference to the proof of qualification, as 1 under- 
stand your answer, you think it would not be open to objection that the voter’s 
name should remain upon the register for every purpose, unless he has changed 
his qualification afterwards, and then he might he objected to again ? — ^Yes. 

288. Would not that open a door to collusive qualifications being proved, and 
so when the qualification was so proved, it would remain upon the' register for 
all time afterwards? — I do not know that would open it to anyimportant extent. 
If a voter collusively proves his vote once, he would do it again and again ; I have 
had instances of that. 



289. Mr. Newdegatc."] T wish to ask whether you do not think that retaining 
the power of objection to a proved vote, under a liability to heavier costs, would 
be a security for a claimant retaining, subsequent to his first appearance upon the 
register, a bond jide and beneficial interest in the qualification upon which he 
originally claimed and proved? — I think the plan I suggested would answer all 
practical purposes. 

290. My question apijlies to this; if you were to retain the voter upon the 
register, alter his vote is proved, for a period, say two years, might not that 
open a door to his depriving himself of his beneficial interest, and yet remaining 
opon the register as a proved voter? — Not if I understand the question; it 
you retain the power of objecting upon a change of qualification. 

291. Do you think there is an advantage in retaining the power of objection, 
from the time of a man’s being placed as a proved voter upon the register ? — 
I do. 



292. Mr. Milner Gibson.'} You suggested that there should be a note by the 
barrister against the name that had been objected to, that the vote had been 
substantiated? — Yes, on the merits. 

293. A.nd if an objection ■was made afterwards, and not sustained, you said 
that increased costs should be paid? — Yes. 

294. Mr, Newdegate.} You do not mean that the word “ proved,” put oppo- 
site the voter’s name should preclude the objection ? — I do not. 

0.41. c 3 295. Mr^. 
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295. Mr. Wortley.'l opinion that the frequency of registratio 

is of itself an annoyance to the voters ? — I think it is an objection, especialW 
without the security of a deposit for costs. ^ 

296. Mr. Milner Qibson.'] Do you know how many votes were struck off for 
North Waiwickshire ? — Ido not know. 

297. Mr. C. Wood.'] Have you any knowledge of the inconvenience arisini/ 
from double entries in North Warwickshire ? — Yes ; in the course of the 
canvass. 

298. Would there be any objection to its being provided that no person’s 
name should appear more than once upon the register ? — That would give rise 
to many difficulties upon the question of identity. 

299. Have you put your suggestions into the shape of a Bill? — Yes, I have- 
but it is at present in a very imperfect state. 

{Tke same was handed in.) 
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CHARLES WOOD, Esq., in the Chair. 



Mr. William Wilmot, Examined. 

300. Chairman.) WHAT are you ? — A Solicitor. 

301. Where do you reside? — At Coventry. 

302. Have you been employed in the registration of electors ? —I have acted 
for the Coventry distinct, since the Reform BUI passed, in attending to the regis- 
ter, with the assistance of one or two friends. 

303. Mr. Newdegate^ In the district you have looked over, have you under- 
taken that at the suggestion of the Loyal and Constitutional Association ?— I 
have nothing to do with any association ; I am not paid by any one ; I have 
paid the expenses out of my own pocket for seven years, besides my professional 
services. 

304. You are not a member of the association ?— I am not. 

305. Chah'man.] You have been employed in making objections and defending 
votes, as is the usual practice of solicitors in registration matters?— I have; 
when 1 have found a list of objections, I have communicated with all those per- 
sons objected to, and requested them to furnish me with information to establish 
their votes, and I appeared in court to support them ; at the registration court 
before the barrister. 

306. You act for one of the districts in Warwickshire? — I appear for any part 
of the county from wliich persons come to me, any where, but principally for the 
Coventry district, wliere I reside. 

307* Have you any local agents employed under vou? — I have one or two 
that assist me ; my own friends do come and assist me ; I cannot do it all, and 
they come and assist me. 

308. Mr. Newdegatei] You attended in the registration court at Coventry, at 
the last revision ?— I did. 

309. Had you received information, and ascertained previously, that a great 
number of objections had been served? — Yes j I heard from a solicitor employed 
by the League that a great many objections were going to be made. 

^ 310. What was that gentleman’s name?— -Mr. Thomas Browit; I think he 
IS some relation to a member of the House of Commons j a young solicitor, 
just set up in Coventry. I did not pay much attention to it, but after I 
heard that there were 600 or 700 objections, from that to 1,000, I went 
down to Birmingham to see the objections. Mr. Wliateley produced some 
hundreds to ine at his office ; I examined them, and I found that the name of 
William Worthington, a person residing in Coventry, was signed to a great 
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manv, and I found that there was another hand-writmg to some of them, which 
appeared to me to be written quite differently to the other. 

311. You are now speaking of what you ascertained at Birmingham, but I 
wish to turn your attention to the Coventry district ; did not you attend the 
Coventry registration ? — I did. 

312. bid you find that the objections were all signed with the same name? — 

I found them all signed William Worthington all the Coventry ones were 
his proper hand-writing; he took care at Coventiy to sign his own liand- 
writing. 

313. About what number?— I should say that there were not more at Coven- 
try than 30 ; in the two parishes at Coventry there were a few ; in most of the 
other parishes perhaps one or two in a parish ; persons residing in London, and 
Brighton, and Bath, every one of them at a great distance. 

314. It appeared as if the objector had selected those who lived at the greatest 
distance ?— Five out of six were persons living at a great distance. 

315. Were any great number of these objections maintained?—! do not think 
they .succeeded in substantiating more than five or six out of the whole number 
of 30 in the Coventry district. 

316. Amongst those five or six were there any cases of persons who had died, 
or ahenated their property, or what was the ground of their success?— Without 
reference to papers 1 could not speak positively to that ; but with respect to 
persons who were dead, most of the objections were made by the overseers. 

317. And five or six votes were struck off, upon those objections, out of the 
30 ? — Yes, about that. 

318. You have considerable knowledge of the registration throughout the 
county?— Yes ; I made it my business, when I heard of this, to make inquiry in 
every district. 

319. What was the result of that inquiry, as to the number of objections 
served previously to the last registration courts?— I should say that there might 
be in some districts one or two in each parish ; persons generally residing at a 
distance. 

320. Can you form any rough estimate of the total number of objections served 
previously to the last registration courts, including those at Birmingham, Co- 
ventry, and throughout the Northern division d should say very near 1 , 000 ; 
it would be impossible for me to speak to 100 , but I should say near 1,000 
in the whole division. 

321. Chnirman.'] What is the constituency of the division? — About 6 , 000 . 

322. Mr. Ncwdegale.'] Were tliere not 700 in two parishes? — I believe there 
were between 700 and 800 in Birmingham and Aston. 

^^323. Do you mean 1,000 excluding or including those 700 ? — Including those 

324- Then there were not more than 300 objections over and above those at 
Birmingham and Aston ? — I should say, certainly not. 

325. Were you aware of the objections at Coleshill ?— I made inquiry of Mr. 
Palmer, the agent there, and he said tliat there were a few in each parish, 
perhaps one or two in a parish. 

326. You were proceeding to mention what you knew with reference to the 
objections that were tendered in the Birmingham registration court, and you 
said that the same person who signed the objections for the Coventry district, 
also signed the objections for the Birmingham district ; at all events, his signa- 
ture was attached to the objections ? —Yes ; the name of “ William Worthing- 
ton” was attached to the whole of them, in the whole of the county. 

327* You were present at the registration court?— I was present at Bir- 
mingham ; I went down there. 

328. Have you any recollection of the number which between Stafford’s evi- 
dence and Worthington’s own evidence, appeared to have been signed at his 
house at Coventry ?— I should say 700 or 800 ; Stafford said that he was si^- 
mg all night, till five in the morning, and Worthington said that he was signing 
as fast as he could all night. They sat up all night. 

^ ^ 9 * But you do not accurately remember the number? — I should say that 
otafford forged Worthington’s name to about 400 , and that Worthington signed 
the rest himself ; Worthington was signing two days and all one night, and 
got a man the last night, and they sat up till five in. the morning. 

330 - Craven Berkeley.'] Do you state this of your own knowledge, or 
rom what information do you speak ; did they tell you themselves that they 
ad signed those names ? — Yes ; I examined Mr. Worthington myself, and he 
^• 41 - C4 told 
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told me, at least I heard him say the time that he signed ; Stafford gave the 
information himself, and I took Stafford to Birmingham to prove the fact, which 
he did upon his oath. 

331. Then you had the testimony of both parties to the fact?— Yes; I dis- 
covered it ; I saw there was a distinction in the hand-writing ; I was puzzled 
and I asked i\ir. Whateley to allow me to take one or two of these haad- 
M-ritings to Coventry ; I am sure they were not the same hand-writing ; I was 
ten daj'S endeavouring to find whose hand-writing it was that appeared to be 
written differently from the genuine one ; and after a long time I discovered 
that it was the hand-writing of a man of the name of Stafford, and I caused 
persons to see Stafford. 

332. Did you see him yourself? — I never saw him until I saw him at Bir- 
mingham. 

333. Was it at Birmingham that he confessed that he had written those?— 
He was examined before the revising barrister, and stated upon his oath that it 
was his writing. After Worthington had sworn that it was his own writing, 
Stafford said, “ That is my hand-writing ; I was sent for to write that from a 
pattern which they wished me to abide by.” 

334. This confession took place in the revising barrister’s court? — It was 
not a confession ; he stated the fact in the revising barrister’s court at Bir- 
mingham, Worthington having previously sworn positively that every one was 
in his hand-writing, and I cautioned him, myself; 1 said, “ I’he person that 
wrote them is here ; do you persist in swearing, it now,” and then I fetched the 
man and set him opposite him, and he trembled, and was obliged to admit it. 

335. What is Mr. Worthington? — He used to keep a little pop-stall upon the 
road side ; three years ago I caused him to be objected to, and he swore that he 
had 40 5. a-year when his interest was paid, and of course I was obliged to submit 
to the decision of the barrister ; I mean to object to him next year. 

336. What is Mr. Stafford ? — Stafford is a weaver. 

337. In Coventry? — Yes, afriend of Mr. Worthington. 

338. Mr. JV^wdeffaie.] Is he on the register? — He is on the register as 
a freeman, not as a county voter ; Worthington was not getting on fast 
enough, being a bungling writer, and Mr. Berry, who forwarded them to the 
Anti-Corn Law League, came to him and said, “You will not finish them 
in time ; you must get somebody to help you sign,” and then Worthington seat 
for this friend of his, Benjamin Stafford, to assist him in signing his name to 
the objections. 

339. That was proved in the examination before the revising barrister ?— It 
was, from Wortliington’s own lips. 

340. You have no exact means of ascertaining the number of objections 
served? — No, I have no exact means. 

341. But you are prepared to state that a great number of them were served 
upon persons whose qualification was undoubted and well known, and chiefly 
upon persons who reside at a considerable distance from the constituency ?— ■ 
I should say that five out of six were persons residing at a great distance, and tliat 
there was no pretence for making the objection. 

342. That was the general character of the objections, previous to the last 
registry, which came under your notice? — Certainly it was, in the district of 
Coventry ; of course, I was not present except at Birmingham, and I could not 
speak to others. 

343. Mr. Mi/nerGiison.] You stated that the notices of objections were signed by 
two persons, Worthington and Stafford, and that Stafford signed by the autho- 
rity of Worthington ? — Yes. 

344. When it was discovered that Stafford had signed for Worthington, were 
those notices of objection which bore the name of Worthington proceeded with; 
were those objections heard ? — I believe they were not. 

345. Were there any signed in that way at Coventry ? — ^No, none ; they would 

have known at Coventry. . , 

346. When it w^as discovered that the notices of objection had been signed 

illegally by Stafford for Worthington, were those objections proceeded with?-— 
They were not ; they attempted to proceed with them at Birmingham, ana 
Worthington swore positively that it was bis hand-writing. . , 

347. Was notice given that those objections would not be proceeded with, aa 
that they were withdrawn in consequence of that illegality ? — Certainly not ; they 
gave no notice, and they caused ^ the voters to go to the court. 

348. Do 
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‘jj.S. Do you undertake to say, that all the voters so served received no inti- 
Diation that the objections would not be proceeded with ? — It is impossible for 
iu 6 to say that. 

349 . You stated just now that they were not informed that the objections were 
withdrawn? — Worthington swore that there was not one of them forgeries, and 
that is the reason, 1 suppose, that they were not informed. 

550 . When it was discovered that Stafford had signed for Worthington, would 
rou undertake to say that the parties who had been objected to in this illegal 
maimer, did not receive notice that the objection would not be proceeded with ? 
—I will not swear that ; it is impossible for me to say that ; but the parties had 
already appeared, and the room was crowded to suffocation. 

3 =ii. Will you undertake to say that all those persons, or a great majority of 
them, who had been so objected to by Stafford for Wortliington, were there r — 
I should say the great majority of them were there ; I could not say that tliey 
were all there ; it is impossible, for I do not know them ail. 

352 . You stated that you have attended to the registration in aU parts of the 
county; how many objections were served in that division of the county; you 
said about 1,000? — About that; something under 1,000 in the Northern 



division. 

353 . Will you undertake to say that there were 900 ? —No, I will not say that 
there were 900. 

354 . Will you undertake to say that there were 800? — Yes, I think I can 
undertake to say that there were 800. 

355 . Will you undertake to say that there were 850 ? — No, I cannot speak 
to 100 or to 50 ; to the best of my knowledge there were between 800 and 



Mr. 

85 March 1846. 



1,000. 

35ti. You believe there were between 800 and 1,000 ? — I should say so. 

357. How many of those objections were decided by the revising barrister to 
be frivolous and vexatious ? — 1 cannot speak to that; I only attended the first 
day at Birmingham, and part of another day ; I could not take upon myself to 
say that ; the Birmingham solicitors who attended could speak to that better. 

358. How many were decided by the revising barrister to be frivolous and 
vexatious, during the time you were present? — I cannot answer that question, 
for they adjourned a great many of them for a fortnight ; there seemed to be 
great confusion ; they decided one or two to be vexatious, and then adjourned, 

1 should think, 150. 

359. You have stated that there were between 800 and 1,000 in all ; do you 
believe that one-half of that number were decided by the revising barrister to be 
frivolous and vexatious ? — I should say a great many of them ; more than 
half. 

360. How many were decided by the revising barrister to be frivolous and 
vexatious ? — I will not say that he decided them so ; he did not grant costs but in 
very few cases. 

361. Did he decide that one-quarter were frivolous and vexatious objections ? 
—I should say that he decided that one-half of them were fraudulent ; all those 
signed by Stafford. 

362. The question refers to those objections that were heard ; you have stated 
that Stafford’s objections were not heard, but of the objections that were heard 
hy the revising barrister, did he give costs in one-half of them as being vexatious 
and frivolous objections ? — Certainly not. 

363. Did he give costs in one-quarter ? — I should say not ; 1 do not consider 
that he exercised that discretion that the Act gave him , in giving costs, in my 
humble opinion. 

3 ^ 4 ' Had you been revising barrister, you would have acted differently ? — 
I certainly should ; I believe Mr. Burnaby to be a very honourable man, but I 
think that he did not exercise the discretion that he might have done. 

365. Did the revising barrister decide that one-eighth of the objections that 
^cre heard were frivolous and vexatious ? — I can only answer for the district that 
I attended at Coventry ; he only gave me costs in one case. 

306. One out of 30 ? — Yes ; I considered that I was entitled to them in almost 
every case. 

367. Were many of the votes struck off out of the 700 or 1,000 that were 
objected to?— I cannot speak to Birmingham. 

^•41. I) 368. You 
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368. You stated that attended in different parts of the county, and that 
you were acquainted with the registration of the whole northern division of 
wickshire ?— Wlien I heard that objections were made, I wrote to the agents in 
the different parts to know how many they thought they should have m their 
districts, in order to be prepai’ed to support them; I went to Birniingham to 
expose this fraud ; and when I had done that, I went back to my district, and 
therefore I could not answer that. 

369. How many votes were struck off, to the best of your belief, as bad votes 
by the revising barrister during the last revision in the northern division of 
Warwickshire ? — I cannot answer that. 

370. Can you state about how many ? — I should say there was not more than a 
tenth of the objections struck off, taking both sides ; taking the whole of the ob- 
jections made by the League and made by the Conservatives. 

371. How many objections were heard on the part of what you call the League- 
— I do not know what you call a hearing. 

372. Those that were signed by Stafford, you say, were not proceeded wtli- 
how many were proceeded with; how many were heard? — It is difficult to 
answer that, because we contended that we would go into them, and the other 
party said they would withdraw them. I do not know whether you call them 
heard or not. 

373. Mr. Newdegate.'] Was it ever ascertained what the exact number vas 
that were signed by Stafford, with "Worthington’s name, as distinguished from 
those really signed by Worthington ?— Yes, I believe it was ascertained how 
many were signed by Stafford, and how many were signed by Worthington. 

374. Mr. Gibson.] Can you state within a hundred how many were struck off: 
— I can tell you in my district, but not at Birmingham. I would rather you 
would ask the Birmingham people, because they can tell you exactly. 

375. You cannot say at all how many were struck off? — I cannot. 

376. Will you undertake to say that there were not a hundred struck off?— 
I will not say that there were not a hundred, but to the best of my knowledge 
there were not any thing like a hundred struck off. 

377. How many were amended by the revising barrister? — That I cannot 
take upon me to say ; there were a great many amended that there were no ob- 
jections to. A person would go and have a trifling misdescription corrected, 
such as a change of residence . 

378. Were there many amended in consequence of objections made by wliat 
you call the League ? — Some were amended, certainly ; I could not state how 
many. 

379. Were there a hundred ? — I will not swear that there were a hundred 
alterations made. 

380. Were there two hundred ?— I should say not, but I will not take upon 
myself to state, I could not tell wlmt the revising barrister amended. They 
woirld state some facts that were not correct. They would say, a man has 
changed from such a number to another, and without any one to contradict it, he 
altered it. 

381. Have you been concerned in signing objections to votes? — Yes; I have 
signed objections ; I do not think I signed any last year. I have upon former 
occasions. 

382. Have you ever been concerned in making claims? — Yes; when any 
person comes to me to put a claim in, and tells me he is entitled to vote, that is 
my business. I attend and assist him to do it. 

383. You fill up a claim for any body that comes to you, and tells you he is a 
voter ? — Yes ; if I know him. 

384. Did you never fill up claims without ascertaining who the parties were? 
— Never in my life. I never filled up a claim for a person that I did not know 
who he was, and know that he was entitled. 

38.5. Will you undertake to say that you malce inquiry as to the validity of 
the claim of every person that you fill up ?— I do ; every claim that I ever made 
I made inquiry whether it was correct before I would fill it up. 

386. Were not you concerned some time ago in a case where some 50 frau- 
dulent votes were put upon the borough register ?~No, I was not. A crimkal 
information was obtained against me 13 years, ago upon a charge of being con 
cern^ in sending in some 40 fictitious names for the borough election. I rna e 
an anidavit, and other parties did. The Rule was discharged. It was the wors 
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peijury that ever was committed, and I got it discharged in the court that 

granted it. 

■" Chairman.'] With or without costs? — I forget; but I can tell by re- 
ferring to the report ; but I got it discharged. I unfortunately was very 
foolish. I horse-whipped the attorney who made the affidavit, and I got into a 
scrape ; he said that I admitted facts that I had not admitted, and I took a horse- 
whip and horse-whipped him, but I had nothing to do with it more than the 
rrentlemen in this room. 

388 . Mr. Gibson^ Did you make an affidavit that you had not filled up the 
clams? — I made an affidavit that there was not a letter of my hand-writing in 
any one of the 40 claims you are speaking of ; and not only myself, but other 
persons who knew my hand- writing swore that there was not a letter in my hand- 
writing in any of them, which they had sworn were in my hand-writing. 

389 . Were the claims filled up in your office ? — There was not one filled up in 
my office ; the filling up was not in my office ; I should think there might be 
500 claims put in for the borough ; this is a dozen years ago. Being attorney 
for Mr. Thomas and Mr. Fyler, the candidates, and living in the centre of the 
town, they applied to my office for forms, which were filled up in figures and 
dates in my clerk’s hand-writing, 500 of them, and when any one came, they 
gave them out to any that applied for them ; this was not for the county; it was 
for freemen in the town. 

3 Q 0 . Mr. Newdegate-I No steps were taken in your office towards completing 
and making valid those forms of claim? — Certainly not ; they would have made 
the rule absolute if 1 liad done it ; they offered to withdraw the rule after they 
had taken it, and I said No ; it was granted in court, and it should be dis- 
charged in court. 

391 . Mr. Milner Gibson."] Is it the practice in making claims for the party 
filling up the claim to ascertain that the party is really and bo7iafule a voter, and 
possessed of the property which he professes to have ? — I believe in the borough 
no question is asked, and any one that applies for a claim has it given to him ; 
at that time the law was different. In the borough there are 2,000 or 3,000 
freemen, and any one asking for a claim had it given to him. In the county the 
freeholders are so few, that one can always make inquii’y into it ; but with a 
freeman it was different ; they always give a form to any one at my office. 

392 . In the case of those 50 fictitious claimants that were put upon the 
register at Coventry, by whom were the claims made ? — I cannot speak to that. 

393 . What party was it that did this ? —There arc no parties now; but the 
gentlemen voted for the Reform Bill ; Mr. Fyler, who was in the House, voted 
for it. 

394 . Did you not admit, when this case came before a court of justice, that you 
had filled up forms, but you denied having signed tlie names of the claimants ? — 

I never . admitted having filled them up, because I did not do it ; there were one 
or two men swore that I had admitted that ; but all that I ever admitted was that 
the claims were left at my office, four or five hundred of them, and I took them 
to the town clerk’s office. 

395- Whether you knew them to be good claims or not? — ^Yes ; it was stated 
that all claims to be sent in were to be left at my office, being in the centre of the 
town, and I tied up in large bundles the objections and claims and all sorts of 
things. 

39 b. You did not know whether they were good claims or not ? — I never 
examined them. 

397- They might have been dead men for what you knew ? — ^They might have 
heen dead men for what I knew ; I had nothing to do with filling them up ; I 
admitted that I had taken them, but it turned out afterwards that 1 did not take 
them ; I thought that I might have done it, but another solicitor took them. 

3y8. In the minutes of the evidence given at the trial, it is stated before the 
Lord Chief Justice, that the filling up of the claims you had admitted? — That is 
a mistake, for I did not fill any of them up ; I dare say that my clerks put in the 
dates of 4oo or 500 blank forms to be given to any one ; but this was a dozen 
years ago. 

399 * Is not it the case in the county now, that any claimant put upon the 
remain there if not objected to r — Yes, if no objection was made, any- 
ody that clmmed would remain. 

D 2 400. If 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



Mr. tr. WUmoi. 
25 March 1846. 




Mr. W. Wihnot. 
85 Marcli 1 846. 



•iS MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 

400. If any person made a claim, would not you, if he put it into your ha d' 
get his name put upon the register ? — If a person wrote to me, and sent a da' 

I should send it in ; if a person came to fill it up, I should inquire of him mvMf 
the particulars of his claim. 

40] . If you get a letter from a man living in Edinburgh, telling you that h 
had a qualification for the northern division ofWarwickshire, and requesting 
you as a professional man to make out his claim, and see that he was ntl 
upon the register, would not you do so? — Certainly, I should inquire whether 
he had 

402. Suppose the application came in a letter from Edinburgh, how would 
you know that the man was not a fictitious voter ?— I must use my own dis, 
cretion in ascertaining that. 

403. Mr. NewdegateJ] You would use your own discretion in undertaking that 
professional engagement, in the same manner as you would use your discretioa 
in undertaking business of any other character ? — Certainly, I should. 

404. Mr. Milner Gibson.] You say that you are not in connexion with any 
society whatever, for the purposes of registration, in the northern division of 
Warvdckshire r— In the borough of Coventry, there is a fund to attend to the 
registration ; I subscribe to that fund. 

405. Do you subscribe to any fund for the northern division of 'the countv?- 
I certainly do not ; I have paid a great deal of money within the last six or 
seven years in getting those fictitious votes off; in fact, if I had not exerted 
myself about them they would never have discovered those frauds at Bir- 
mingham. 

406. Mr. Neiodegaie.] There has been a registration society in the northern 
division of the county ? - There has been. 

407. But that has fallen into desuetude in a great measure, and you have 
su])plied the deficiency of that society by your own funds and your own attend- 
ance for the Coventry district, and with the assistance of others in other dis- 
tricts, for six or seven years past? — I have. 

408. Mr. Milne)' Gibson.] Do you know Mr. William Hodgson, of Stockton, 
in South Warwickshire r — I do. 

409. What is he ?— I cannot tell what he is ; I think he is a gentleman farmer; 
I know very little of him. 

41 0. Does he hold any office in any political society in that district ?— I can- 
not say that he does ; I do not know that he does ; I had some conversation with 
him. The same parties objected to my vote in South Warwickshire, which put 
me to a great deal of inconvenience. 

41 1 . Whatwas the consequence of that ; did you maintain your vote ? — Yes. 

412. Was it amended? — I was not there : I was occupied in the northern 
division. 

413. Was the objection to the vote allowed?— I will not take upon myself 
to say whether it was or was not ; I could not know, for I was not there. 

414. Did you get costs? — No. 

41 5. Then it was a good objection? — ^No ; they did not strike me off. 

41 6. In the opinion of the revising barrister, it was a good objection ?— He did 
not say that it was a good objection. 

417- Was, it a good objection, in the opinion of the revising barrister ?—I 
cannot say ; he did not give me costs, but I considered that I ought to have had 
them. 

41 8. Did you ever hear of a society called the Warwickshire ilssociation for 
the Protection of Agriculture ? — Yes ; I am a member of that association. 

419. Is Mr. William Hodgson connected with that society? — I should think 
he is, but I do not know of my own knowledge. 

420. Did you ever receive a communication from that society relative to 

looking after the register on the part of the protection interest?— Never in my 

life. 

421. Was there ever such a communication made to any elector in the pro- 

tection interest, within your knowledge? — I acted for myself; and whenl knfi 
that objections were going to be made to a great many in Coventry, and in toe 
southern division, I went round, and told them that if they did not support their 
votes they would be all struck off. 1 

422. Has the committee of this Warwickshire Protection Association resolve 
on an investigation of the registry of Parliamentary electors of this 
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with a view to an increase of the friends of protection ? — I do not know of my 
own knowledge what they have done, hut [ told some of the Warwickshire 
people that if they did not look sharp about it, they would have all their friends 
struck off the register by the League. 

423. Is a person struck otF the register, if he is properly described according 

Jaw? Certainly; if an objection is made, and he does not support his right, 

he will be struck off. I had an instance in the northern division of a great 
many objections arriving too late for the overseer to publish them, and when we 
»ot into court no one had ever heard of the objection. 

° 424. Mr. Newdegate.'] And that objection was held to be entitled to be beard ? 
—Yes, the barrister decided so ; I thought not. 

425. Mr. Milner Gibson.'\ You say that you will not undertake to say that it 
was resolved by the Warwickshire Association for the Protection of Agriculture 
to investigate the registry of Parliamentary electors for the northern division of 
the county, with a view to an increase of the friends of protection ? — I will not 
take upon myself to say ; I have not been present. 

426. Are you a member of that society? — I am; but I never was present 
at a meeting, except a meeting some month or two ago, that was called at 
Warwick. 

427. Mr. Newdegate.'] That was subsequent to the registration court? — Yes ; 
there was nothing said about it then. 

428. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Do you know whether this Protection Society have 
resolved to attend to the registration, with a view to an increase of the friends 
of protection ? — I do not ; I cannot answer that. 

429. Will you undertake to say that they have not?— No, I could not take 
upon myself to say whether they have or not. 

[A printed Letter was shown to the Witness.] 

430. Do you believe that to have come from the Warwickshire Association 
for the Protection of Agriculture? — Yes, I should say that it did. 

431. Will you read that letter?— “ Dear Sir, In order to give full effect to 
the representation in Parliament of this county, and to bring to bear the entire 
energies of the constituency on the great question of protection to agriculture, 
and all other branches of our national industry, and in a constitutional manner 
to counteract the unjustifiable proceedings of the Anti-Corn Law League in 
this respect, the committee of this association has resolved on an investigation 
of the registry of Parliamentary electors of this county, with a view to an increase 
of the friends of protection, and to the removal of such of its opponents as may 
be improperly enrolled as electors. I have, therefore, on behalf of the committee 
of this association, to request you will take the trouble to refer to the list 
of electors in your parish, and ascertain whether any favourable addition can be 
made thereto, or any objectionable names be removed, by reason of improper 
claims. I shall be glad to know the result of your examination, and upon a 
receipt of your report, with a list of names to be added or withdrawn, the 
necessary steps will be taken to accomplish the end desired, and without expense 
to yourself or the parties. Of course you will furnish me with the particulars of 
each case. You may, perhaps, think well to ask the co-operation of some of 
your neighbours."’ It is dated the 14th of February 1846, and signed “ William 
Hodgson.” 

432. Mr. Adderlej/.] Are you aware pf that association having ever interfered 
with any register in which you were locally interested, or of which you had any 
local knowledge ? — I am certain tliat they never have. 

433. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Do you consider that votes should be struck off 
the register if they are not there according to law ?— Certainly ; they should he 
80 struck off if they are improper votes. 

434. If they are not there according to law, because a man may have a quali- 
fication, but it may be improperly described 1 — I should say that in that case 
they should not be struck off ; they should be amended. 

435- The statute of the 6th of Victoria says, that any vote upon the register, 
where the qualification is not correctly described, so as to enable parties to identify 
the property, should be expunged ; do you consider that that statute should not 
be acted upon ? — There is another statute subsequent to that, allowmg the bar- 
rister to amend errors of that sort, and upon which the barristers act. 

041. D 3 436. If 
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436. If, ill the opinion of the barrister, the property is not so desscribed as to 
enable parties to identify the property, and thus to identify the voter in niakin'' 
his claim, is it your opinion that, in that case, that statute should not be acted 
upon ? — Certainly ; if you could not identify the qualification it ou°-ht to V 
struck off. 

437. Do you elieve that any of the votes that were struck off by the revising 
barrister, since the list of objections by the League, were improperly struck off! 
— Yes, I do, indeed, because I know that in some of them there was an impos* 
sibility of proving the claim ; we could not substantiate them ; for instance if 
the party himself does not appear, when you ask if he has a qualification, a person 
may turn round and say it is mortgaged ; then you could not contradict that 
without having the voter himself. 

438. Mr. Neu^degateJ] Did not that difficulty arise in cases where the objec- 
tions either were not delivered or were delivered very late? — In those cases where 
they were delivered too late to be published, we did not know it till we came 
into court. 

439. It was then that the difficulty of proof arose? — It was^ I had several 
instances which I never knew till I got into court ; there was a list which the 
overseers had not printed, having received it too late. 

440. Mr. Milner Gibson.'] What has been the effect upon the register of the 
last registration ; has it made the number of votes less or more ? — I believe there 
are a few less in North Warwickshire. 

441. Do you believe that there are fewer bad votes upon the register than 
there were before the revision ? —No ; I doubt whether there are not as many 
bad votes now as there were before, for the legal objections were all of them 
confined to one party. 

442. Do you believe that the revising barrister was not perfectly impartial.^— 
I believe that he acted as fairly as possible, but I think he was rather too nice in 
his feelings, and that he did not exercise the discretion wliich he ought to have 
done. 

443. Are there fewer bad votes upon the register since the revision than 
there were before? — I cannot speak to that; there are a less number upon the 
register. 

444. You think there are fewer bad votes than there were before ? — It is 
a difficult question to answer ; there are a less number upon the register. 

445. Mr. Adderley.] Were any lost by non-appearance ? — Yes; several were 
struck off for non-appearance. 

446. Which you believe to be good votes ? — Yes. 

447. Mr. Milner Gibson^ Do you beleive that there are many bad votes 
upon the register now ? — I have no doubt that there are, but we do the best we 
can to ascertain them. 

448. If a person taking up the register sees a description of a qualification, 
or a description of a place of residence which is not so definite as the law re- 
quires, dp you consider that he is justified in making an objection upon it ?— 
Yes, I do; if the residence is not properly described, I consider that the person 
is justified in making the objection. 

449 • barrister amends the vote upon the register, and does not ^iys 

costs, do you consider that the person who made the objection was justified in 
so doing?— I do not think they were justified, for I think the barrister ought 
to have given costs in 19 cases out of 20 in North Warwickshire- 

450. Then do you believe that the present barristers are unfit to have the 
charge of the revision ? — No, I do not ; I have found them as respectable and as 
honourable men as I have ever met with. 

45 1 . Then what is it you complain of ; is it the revising barrister, or the law • 
complain of the law ; 1 think the law wants amending. 

452. Do you complain of persons acting according to the law, as it now 
exists? — I think that Mr. Burnaby was too nice in his ideas about giving costs; 
that he ought to have exercised more discretion ; and should have given costs m 
19 cases out of 20. 

453. If these objections did not take place, do you believe that the register 
would become very impure, and contain many persons as voters, that the law 
never intended should vote ? — Certainly; if we had not a revision, the register 
would become very imperfect. 

454. But 
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454. But if parties did not make it tlieir business to look after the registry, Mr. W. WVmot. 
and to object to votes that might be suspected to be improperly there, do you ^ "M a rcli 18 6 
believe that it would become impure Certainly it would ; the revising ^ aic 1 4 • 
ban’ister would have no means of knowing whether they wei*e good or bad. 

455. Do you think that it is desirable, for the purification of the register, 
that parties should go through it, and object to those votes that upon the face of 
them have a suspicious appearance ? — Certainly, there is no question about that. 

456. Is it your opinion, that it is desirable that such objections should be left 
to individuals, or that they should be controlled by societies of respectable per- 
sons?— I do not see how any individual could doit, 1 must confess. 

457. Do you approve of the course that the Protection Society took in having 
resolved to examine the register, and to endeavour to purify it and to add to their 
own votes ? — I certainly do, from necessity, because if they did not do it they 
would half of them be struck off. 

458. Then why do you disapprove of the League doing it? — I disapprove of 
the League doing it, because they do not conhne themselves to any division 
where parties reside, but they attack every constituency in England ; they object 
in almost every county. 

459. Mr. Newdegate."] Do you know that that system has been pursued gene- 
rally ? — I know that it has ; I can mention half a dozen counties within my own 
knowledge. 

460. %/lv. Craven Berkeley.'] Will you name the counties? — North Warwick- 
shire, South Warwickshire, South Ijeicestershire, North and South Staffordshire, 
and one division of Cheshire, that I know of, and one division of Gloucester- 
shire, that I know of. 

461. Which division of Gloucestershire? — I believe both. 

462. Will you speak from your own knowledge ? — In the division in which 
the city of Gloucester is. 

463. Mr. Milner GihsonJ] Are there no members of the league resident 
among those constituencies? — I should say nine-tenths of them are in Man- 
chester. 

464. Are there not members of the League resident in al! parts of the 
United Kingdom? — I am not a member of the League ; therefore I cannot say. 

465. Will you undertake to say that there are not in all those constituencies 
members of the League ? — I will not say there are not. 

466. Is it not a fact, that according to the law, any person who. is a voter and 
upon the register may object to any person claiming to vote, or already ap- 
pearing upon the register ? — He can. 

467. If a member of the League in any constituency chooses to make an 
objection to a voter, why do you consider that there is anything more improper 
in his doing it than in anybody else ? — W illiam W orthlngton is not a member of 
the League, and he told me himself that he was paid by the League for signing 
those objections, 

468. Why should you object to sign notices on the part of the Protection 
Society? — 1 have no particular objection; I sometimes sign them myself ; last 
year I sent them to Mr. Whateley. 

4G9, Mr. Newdegate.] You do not mean to have it understood by your last 
answer that you have acted for the Protection Society? — Certainly not ; I never 
acted for the Society. 

470. Mr. Adderley.'] With regard to the objectors who acted on the part of 
the League in those six counties, were the men who objected likely to know any 
thing about the votes objected to, nr did it appear in any case that they had made 
any previous inquiry ? — ^Worthington expressly stated that he did not know any 
thing about them, and that he objected to all they asked him to sign. 

47* • Did you see any objector on the part of the League who was likely to 
know any thing about it ? — The only man I knew was Worthington, and a man 
of the name of Dickenson ; I do not think he would be likely to know any thing 
about it. 

47-^- You did not know any objector in any of the six counties you mentioned 
who was likely to know* any tiling about the votes, or to have made any previous 
inquiry about the votes objected to ? — I should say they were not likely to know 
any thing about it. 

473- Mr. Milner Gibson.'] From the revising barrister giving costs in very 
0.41. D 4 few 
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few cases, it appears that he was of opinion that the objections were good?—l 
believe that Mr. Burnaby considered that they were very frivolous objections 
and he expressed it. ’ 

474. Mr. VUliers.l Will you state the names of the objectors in those sU 
counties, who knew nothing about the parties whose votes they objected to ?— I 
cannot give you the names of the parties ; I can state that objections were given 
to a very great extent, but in Kortli and South Warwickshire it was William 
Worthington and Mr. Dickinson. 

475. You know nothing about the persons who made the objections in the 

other counties ; you know neither their names nor their circumstances, nor any 
thing concerning them ? — In Leicestershire I made some inquiries of my friends^ 
and 1 believe they had about 1,000 there. ’ 

476. Then when you state that those persons knew nothing of the votes they 
objected to, it appears that you know nothing about the objectors in those other 
counties? — Yes; I confine my answer to Dickinson and Worthington; I said 
that I did not know the objectors personally in any other counties. 

477. You know nothing about the other counties ? — I know nothing about those 
counties ; but friends came to me, and said that they had objections in Stafford- 
shire ; 1 know one or two in Staffordshire were struck off for not appearing. 

478. Do you know the number of votes objected to in those counties ?— Id 
L eicestershire, I believe, above 1,000. 

479. Did anybody tell you so? — Yes. 

480. Who ? — I think Mr. Macaulay, of Leicester, will tell you more about it. 

481 . Did Mr. Macaulay tell you so ? — Yes. 

482. He told you that there were upwards of 1,000 objections taken to voters 
in Leicestershire ? — An immense number. 

483. Did Mr. Macaulay attend the registration courts ? —I do not know. 

484. Do you know whether he was competent to state any thing about the 
matter?— I should think he would be ; he lives at Leicester, and is a very eminent 
solicitor. 

485. Did Mr. Macaulay tell you that he had any reason for knowing that? 
■—Yes. 

486. What was his reason ? — I do not know the reason ; but he said that they 
had made an immense number of objections in Leicestershire. 

487. Then all you know is that vague statement of Mr. Macaulay’s ?— No; 
some parties came to me out of Leicestershire, and said, “ I have got an objec- 
tion to my vote, wbat am I to do?” I said, “ You must go to the court, or they 
will strike you oft’. 

488. But you have no evidence that you can give to this Committee, except 
what affects North and South Warwickshire ? — No; except what I have heard 
about those five or six counties, 

489. Every thing else that you state is conjecture and hearsay?—! do not 
know what you call hearsay. A person comes to me, and says, “ I have a vote 
for North Derbyshire, here is an objection to it, what am I do ?” I tell him to go 
and support the vote. 

490. You are a solicitor?— Yes. 

491. Yon know what hearsay evidence is? — Yes; I said before, that I have 
been told by those parties. I can say no more. 

492. You have no knowledge of your own about the matter ? — No; except 
what I have stated. 

493. Mr. 'Newdegate.'] And seeing certain objections which have been served 
upon, the parties ? — Persons have brought them to me. 

494. Mr. Cra'cen Berkeley.'] You stated there was a fund at Coventry to which 
you subscribed, who has the management of that fund ?— I think Mr. Wyley, a 
druggist ; that has not any thing to do with the county ; there is not more than 
6 /. or 6 ; just to strike the paupers off. 

495. It is a fund entirely applicable to the registration of the borough?— 
Yes; it was only for that object; I believe the paupers were struck off by 
consent. 

496. You stated that you were employed by no society to look after the regis- 
tration of the county of Warwick? — No. 

497. You are merely an amateur performer? — Yes ; I am merely an amateur 
performer. 

498. Mr. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE ON VOTES OF ELECTORS. .^33 

498. Mr. Milner Gibson!] Have you signed any petition to the House of 
Commons relative to registration, complaining of the interference of the League? 
—No, I have not. 

49y. Were you instrumental in procuring signatures for any petitions relative 
to the registration in North Staffordshire ?— Certainly not. 

500. You say that you have made objections to voters; how many objections 
did you sign last year ?— I do not think I signed above one, if I did that ; I do 
not think I signed any. 

50 1 . Does Mr. Whateley sign principally ?— No ; he sometimes signs ; I do not 
think we had above 14 or 15 , but we supported every one we made. We never 
make objections unless we can support them. 

Mr. John Benbow Hebbert, Examined. 

502. Chairman.] WHAT are you? — A Solicitor, at Birmingham. 

503. Are you employed in attending to the registration of North Warwick- 
shire ? — I have been engaged for some years. 

504. In both divisions ? — Only in the Northern division. 

505. Are you a member of the Loyal and Constitutional Association of Bir- 
mingham r — I am deputy-chairman this year. 

506. You act in the same way as Mr. Whateley does in looking after the 
registration for North Warwickshire ? — I do. 

507. Did you attend the revising courts at the last circuit ? — I did, before Mr. 
Burnaby, last October. 

.‘■,08. Where ? — At Birmingham and at Sutton-Coldfield ; I was also at Soli- 
hull, but I arranged with Mr. Morris, the agent on the other side, about the 
vote. I went over to support, without going into .court ; so that I was not 
present in court upon that occasion. 

509. You attended, in fact, at Birmingham and Sutton-Coldfield? — I did. 

510. Were you present when a number of notices were produced, which ap- 
peared to have been signed by a person of the name of Stafford, in Worthington’s 
name?— -I was. 

511. How were they disposed of when that was ascertained ? — They were at 
once given up by the agent of the objectors, the Anti-Corn Law League. Mr. 
Beswick and the other parties at once agreed, after the decision of the barrister 
in the first case, at the end of the first day, that all those notices should be 
withdrawn. 

512. Who appeared on the part of the objectors? — Mr. Morris, of Coventry, 
Mr. Beswick, of Manchester, and Mr. James Ackland, of Manchester. 

5 ’ 3 * Is Mr. Morris a solicitor? — Mr. Morris is a solicitor, I believe, at 
Coventry. 

5 H- Was any application made for costs in those cases where the notices 
were signed by Stafford?— There was an application for costs in the first case, 
aad costs were given ; but I made an agreement with Mr. Morris, in order to 
save the time of the gentlemen objected to, that if they would give me a list of 
those persons at once, so that I might discharge them from attendance, 1 would 
not ask for costs in their cases. 

^ 515* Was that done? — On the following morning they gave me a marked 

516. Of those against whom Stafford had signed?— Those against whom 
forged notices had been sent. I was anxious, of course, to save my friends the 
necessity of attending, because they were signed indiscriminately, and therefore 
they would have come one after the other, and I should not. have known which 
of them need be at the trouble of attending. I was anxious to save them the 
inconvenience of attending, and therefore I made that proposition, which was 
assented to. ^ ^ . 

5 > 7 - It bad been necessary for them, in great numbei*s, to attend at the 
revising barrister’s court, to meet those objections? — Yes. 

518. Can you state the number of objections signed by Stafford in Worthing- 
ton s name?- About 194 . 

onl^^ that at Birmingham only ?— That was in the Birmingham district 

520. Were there any signed by him also in the Sutton-Coldfield district ? — 

as ; there were two that I know of ; there may have been more. 

E 521. What 
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521. What was the number of remaining objections actually signed by Wor- 
thington, which were taken before the Birmingham court?— About 510. 

522. What was the number heard ?— Three hundred and forty, or thereabouts, 

were heard. . t i 

523. What became of the others.'- — The other parties did not appear. We 
took an objection to the validity of the notice sei-ved through the post-ofice, 
and they were included in a case to be submitted to the Court of Common Pleas 
upon that point; the case was not taken up, and therefore they remain upon the 
register. 

524. The 170?— Yes. 

525. Mr. Milner Gibson.] A sort of consolidated appeal?— Yes. 

526^ Chairman.] Three hundred and forty were heard? — Yes ; the whole 340 
did not appear. 

527. What was the nature of those objections generally ? — The only objection 
that was raised at all was, that the number of the house was not added to the 
register. 

528. A misdescription in the fourth column ? — Yes ; after the decision of the 
barrister upon the Erst day, that the notice was not a sufficient notice, we asked 
them what they meant to do with reference to further proceedings. They said 
the only objection they had was that the numbers were not upon the register, and 
if I would supply them, that was all that they required, and that we had better 
do it then, as it would save them from objections next year. 

529. By whom was that said ? — Mr. Morris said it. If we had not done it. 
the whole of the names would have been inserted in the consolidated appeal, and 
the decision of the court would have disposed of the question either the oneway 
or the other. 

530. Are you aware of a case which was decided by the court of appeal, of 
Akersley v. Baker, in which Chief Justice Tindal’s opinion was given of the 
necessity of the number of the house in the street being inserted r — I do not know 
the case by name. I recollect a case recently decided in the Court of Common 
Pleas, in wffiich they decided that where a claim was sent in under the present 
law, if the number was not added, the claim was an insufficient one. 

531. Whose decision was that ? — I am not sure, but it is recently reported. 

532. Are you aware when the decision was given by Lord Cliief Justice Tindal 
that the number should be inserted? — No ; I do not know the case. 

533. There has been a subsequent decision, by which it has been decided not 
to be necessary, except in the case of a new claim ? — Yes. 

534. Do you know when that -was ? — That must have been in last January. 

535. Subsequently to the last registration 1 — Yes. 

536. Of those 340 claims, are you aware what number were amended upon 
that arrangement entered into between you and Mr. Bes-wick ? — I have no doubt 
that the numbers were supphed in every case. 

537. Were there any number of cases out of the 340, in which it appeared 
that there "ms any misdescription of any sort? — There must have been a gwat 
many cases where there were discussions as to the proper description. The 
barrister decided in a great many instances that the description, as it appeared 
upon the register, was a sufficient one, and the numbers were not supplied, for m 
a great many instances the property -^\ould be in a road, where there could be no 
number, 

538. Are you aware whether he gave costs in any number of those cases 
against the objections? — He gave costs in about 15 or 16 cases. 

539. Out of the 340 cases? — Yes. 

540. With regard to Sutton-Coldfield, how many objections were taken in that 
district ? — I think about 20. 

541. Were they chiefly on the same grounds? — No, because that is an agri- 
cultural district entirely. 

542. Do you know how many of those objections were sustained, dtherto e 

extent of striking off the vote, or amending? — I do not think any of them wer 
struck off at Sutton-Coldfield ; there were some inaccuracies in the ^ 

of the residence of one or two of the voters, those were amended, and I thin 
were retained. , j 

543. Are you aware whether costs were given in any case in Sutton-Colone 
— I cannot say ; Mr. Holbeche was the person who took most mteres 
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the matter in Sutton-Coldfield ; therefore I have no full laiowledge upon the B.Hebberi. 

subject. ' 

544. Mr. Newdegate.'\ You stated that there were a good many objections to *5 March 1846. 
voters at Birmingham, whose qualification was undoubted, and which did not 

aeed amendment, and upon those costs were recovered, in a very few cases, 
under the decision of the barrister ?— Very few ; in 15 or 16 only. 

545. Although there was no error in the description, and no amendment 
made ? — ^'I'here was no amendment made. 

546. After a certain number of the objections had been heard by the court, 
did not Mr. Beswick and Mr. Morris desire Worthington, the objector, to leave 
the court? — Yes, they did ; they sent him away. 

547. Are you aware that he was paid by them ? — I do not know of my own 
knowledge ; I did not see any money pass. 

548. Have you any idea of the total number of objections to voters for the 
Northern division of Warwickshire? — I think something under 1 , 000 , as far'^s I 
can tell. 

549. Mr. Stuart fVortley.] You say Mr. Beswick appeared as agent for the 
objectors ; was it stated that he was agent also for the Corn Law League ? — 

Yes, he said so ; and Mr. Acland also, who was the secretary of the Anti-Corn 
Law League. 

550. Mr. Milner Gibson.'] Was your own vote objected to ? — It was. 

551. And you defended it? — Yes. 

552. What was the ground of objection ? — I believe that was an objection 
started after it was called on, and which they were not aware of before; I had 
changed my residence, hut they did not know that. 

553. Therefore you were improperly described upon the register ? — I was, as far 
as that goes. 

554. Do you consider that a valid ground of objection ? — Certainly, if it is 
known beforehand. 

55=i. Was.your vote amended? — Yes. 

556. You got no costs ? — Certainly not 

557. Does the revising barrister give costs when he believes the objection to be 
groundless, vexatious or frivolous ? — I cannot tell what may influence the judg- 
ment of the revising barrister ; he is required by the Act of Parliament to give 
costs in those cases. 

558. Are you concerned for tlie Northern division of Warwickshire ?— Not for 
the whole division. 

559. Is Mr. Whateley a partner of yours ? — No. 

560. He acts with you merely for this pu^ose?— Merely as political friends 
and personal friends ; we take part in the political matters of the l;own and the 
county within our own district. 

561. How many votes per an miTn have you succeeded in striking off the regis- 
ter upon the average ?— We have never made any annual objections ; we have 
never made our objections annually ; there have only been two occasions before 
when there have been any objections served in our district, or at all through the 
county. 

562. Do you mean that since the Reform Bill there have been only two occa- 
sions of any objections served by Mr. Whateley ?- -On two previous occasions, 
by Mr. Whateley and myself, in. my own district, or perhaps three ; but I thiak 
two only. 

503. Mr. Newdegate.] You mean any number ?— Yes ; I mean any number of 
party objections. 

564. Mr. Milner Gibson.] The question is, how many votes have you and Mr. 

Whateley succeeded in striking off the register, taking one year with another, 
since the Reform Bill ? — I cannot tell ; a great number of years we struck none 
off, because we made no objections. I cannot tell the number that were 
struck off. 

565. In what consists the difference between your plan of looking after the' 
registry, and the plan pursued by the Anti-Corn Law League ? — That, before we 
make an objection, we inquire as diligently as we can into the qualification of the 
voter, and if we find that there is any valid ground of objection, we have him 
served ; if not, we do not interfere with the voter. I believe, as far as my ex- 
perience goes in cases of registration, the objections served by the Anti-Corn 
haw League were without any justification or aoy previous inquiry. 

0 - 4 * . E 2 5 ®*^’ 
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566. In yonr own case there was a valid ground of objection? — There was 
but it only transpired in court. 

567. How do you know that the Anti-Corn Law League had not made in. 
quiries through their agents before they made those objections ? — I can only speak 
from circumstances that occurred in the court. My vote was about to have been 
allowed as it stood, and suddenly a whisper took place upon the opposite side erf 
the table, and I was asked where I lived ; and therefore my impression is, that 
this was something communicated on the moment ; it was the circumstance that 
happened then which led me to believe that they knew nothing about it. 

568. You say there were altogether somewhere under 1,000 objections ; how 
much under 1,000 ? — I cannot tell ; I have no memorandum of the numberthat 
were objected to in other polling districts. 

569. Mr. Newdegate."] Have you any means of ascertaining the number accu- 
rately ?--No, except on application to the revising barrister or the clerk of the 
peace. There are ten polling districts. 

570. Mr. Milne?' Gibson.] Do you consider that the North Warwickshire 
register has many had votes upon it now ? — I do not think it has. 

57 1 . Has it many mis-descriptions ? — It depends upon the time when the cldm 
was sent in; because I do not conceive that any of those cases that were decided 
by the barrister were cases of mis-description, inasmuch as the claims were sent 
in under the first Reform Act. 

572. You are aware that in the fourth section of the recent Registration Act 
there is a provision for persons who are on the register making a fresh claim?— 
Yes, no doubt. That seems to me only to apply to cases where there has 
been any change in the circumstances of the qualification subequently to the 
first register. 

573. Are you not of opinion that it is important, with a view to guard against 
fictitious votes, that persons should be accurate in the description they put upon 
the register as to their place of abode, and as to their qualification ? — No doubt 
it is. 

574. Are you of opinion that a person finding a vague description of a place of 
abode, or a vague description of a qualification, would he justified, upon the 
face of it, in making an obj ection ? — If it were a vague description it would not be 
sufficient. 

57.5. If a person, without giving the number of the house, described himselfas 
Mr. Smith, of Fleet-street, London; would that be a vague description ?— Possibly 
in London, but it would not be a vague description in Birmingham. 

576. It would be a vague description in any large and populous town?— Itwould. 

577. Therefore, for the purpose of identifying the voter, it is desirable, in your 
opinion, that the number of the house should be required ? — I do not conceive it 
absolutely necessary, but it might be well that it should be added. 

578. Chah'man.] But it is necessary now by the law? — It is as respects the 
qualification. 

579. Mr. Milner Gibson.] It has been stated to the House in petitions which 
have emanated from Warwickshire, that there was a system of fraudulent objec- 
tions ; what do you conceive to be a fraudulent objection ?— It seems to me that 
any objection made against a voter without a full knowledge of tlie circum- 
stances of his vote is a fraudulent objection; I conceive it to be a fraudulent 
attempt to deprive him of his franchise, unless they have made themselves ac- 
quainted with the case. To do it in ignorance I think is fraudulent. 

580. Is there any thing fraudulent in objecting to a voter because he is impro- 
perly described upon the register?— Certainly not. 

581. Is there any thing fraudulent in objecting to a person who has not put 
his qualification correctly upon the register ? — No, certainly not. 

• 582. What other sorts of objections were made in North Warwickshire to 

which the term “ fraudulent” has been applied ? — The objections that were made, 
were made against gentlemen of known respectability and property in the town, 
•and the least inquiry would have satisfied the parties making the objection that 
they were really entitled to be upon the register. They might have ^own from 
their own political friends that those gentlemen had been objected to on seveial 
previous occasions, and had supported their votes ; and therefore I think that in 
those cases they were fraudulent objections. 

583 ' 
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583. Do you consider that the objection to your vote was a fraudulent objec- Mr. J. B. Uthbert. 

tion where you had not described your place of abode, although you might have 

been known in Birmingham as a highly respectable gentleman ? — No, I do not. *5 March 1846. 

584. What is the distinction you draw between your case and similar cases 
where there has been a mis-description, although the parties might have been 
nerfectly well known ? — In the first place, I do not think it was a mis-description 
in point of law. The omission of the number was not in point of law a mis-de- 
scription of the qualification, and therefore I think they were fraudulent objections 
in almost every instance, because the parties had a qualification. It was a tech- 
nicality that had arisen after the passing of a subsequent Act of Parliament, 
which, in my opinion, did not apply to those cases, and therefore I conceive that 
in those cases they might properly be termed fraudulent objections. 

585. In cases where there is only an amendment introduced into the register 
in consequence of the objection, the vote not being expunged, you think the 
objection is a fraudulent objection ? — Not on that account. 

586. Then is it a fraudulent objection only where it applies to the mere omis- 
sion of the number of the house 1 — The only thing which the objectors could 
rest upon under tlie altered state of the law, with reference to the persons ob- 
jected to, was the omission of the number of the house ; that was not required 
by the Act of Parliament under which they registered, and as the objection did 
not go to the merits of the vote, but merely went upon a technicality which 
arose subsequently to the registration, I think those objections were properly 
designated as fraudulent objections. 

587. Can an objection be a fraudulent objection, the result of which is to 
amend the register, so as to make it in accordance with the law ? — My opnion 
is, that it was in accordance with the law. 

588. Mr. Newdegate^ Do you consider a valid ground of objection to be that 
which, when heard, leads merely to the amendment of the description of the qua- 
lification, without endangering the validity of the vote, or that which, if main- 
tained, shall prove fatal to th^e vote ? — I think that the only valid ground of 
objection ought to be that which would go upon the merits of the yote, and which 
would, when decided, strike off the vote ; I do not conceive it a valid ground of 
objection merely to take a technical objection. 

589. Mr. Milner Gibson^ You think that if a man is ever so vaguely 
described upon the register, yet if he is capable of being identified, it would be 
a fraudulent objection if you objected to his vote 1 — I think that is a valid 
ground of objection. 

590. Did you or Mr. Whateley ever make any fraudulent objection? — I 
believe not. 

591 . Have you ever objected to a voter for being mis-described upon the regis- 
ter? — I think I never have ; those were never the grounds which we took j we 
were always particularly careful ; when vre sent notices of objection most exten- 
sively, we were supported by the opinion of some eminent counsel as to our 
opinion of the law j and it was upon those grounds only that we objected, except 
with reference to new claims. My opinion has always been, that every person 
who sends in a claim for the first time, ought to be required to prove his right 
to be upon the register ; and therefore in the case of new claimants, we have 
objected to those about whose qualification, after due inquiry, we were not 
satisfied ; hut never without the fullest inquiry. 

592. You never objected to a man upon the notion that he was dead? — No, 
the overseers do that ; if we knew it, and we could prove it before the barrister, 
it would be struck off. 

593. Did you, or did Mr. Whateley, object at Coventry to a voter last Octo- 
ber, upon the ground that he was dead? — I do not know ; there were no objec- 
tions served at Coventry, without previous inquiries made ; but I know nothing 
about what Mr. Wilmot did at Coventry. 

594. Do you draw a distinction, then, in the extent to which the purification of 
the register has been carried on by the League, as compared with the extent to 
which it has been carried on by the Loyal Constitutional Society ?— Yes ; there 
is a very considerable distinction between the two cases. 

595. In point of extent r — Yes; the Anti-Corn Law League have objected in 
almost every county in England. 

0.41. E 3 596 - Your 
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596. Your objections have been, in North Warwickshire? — Yes, certain! • • 

bat we did not object at all last year. ’ • ’ 

597. Is not it the fact, that they have done upon a large scale what you have 
done upon a small one ? — No, T believe not. 

598. What has been the effect on the register itself of their proceedings?— 

It has had no effect at all, except to add the mere numbers of the houses ■ it 
has had the effect only of adding a great number of figures. ’ 

599. The numbers of the houses in which persons resided 1 — For which they 
claimed to vote. 

600. Then it has caused the register to he made more capable of being used 
to identify the property out of which they voted ? — It facilitates inquiry thus 
far, that it directs you at once to the house in the street ; but that does not faci- 
litate it much, because, if you instituted a little inquiry at the workhouse, you 
would find all the property ; but it takes you at once to the house. 

601. There are fewer bad votes on the register than there were before? The 

register remains the same as far as the votes go ; the overseers struck off I 
think, about 30 or 40, but, with that exception, it stands as it was ; the overseers 
made a great number of objections, and those parties were all struck out ; as far 
as that goes, there is a slight change in the register, a reduction in the numbers • 
but as far as the revision goes, before the barrister, upon the objections, I believe 
it is within half-a-dozen votes of what it was. 

602. Do you mean that there were only half-a-dozen struck off in all?— I 
believe not more. 

603. Not in the whole northern division of Warwickshire ?' — -No; I am speak- 
ing particularly of the Birmingham district. 

604. The question is, what has been the effect upon the register of the northern 
division of W arwickshire of those proceedings at the last revision ? — I do not think 
the register has been reduced by 20 votes. 

605. Do you beheve that there are fewer bad votes upon the register now than 
there were before the last revision ? — I do not know how to answer that question; 
it would be necessary that I should know precisely the nature of the qualification 
of those struck off; I think very likely the parties were struck off from the loss 
of qualification ; as far as that goes, there would be less bad votes ; they were, 
probably, persons who had sold their qualification, or had removed from their 
farms if they were 50/. tenants. As far as that goes, there are fewer bad votes. 

606. Was the League instrumental in causing any of those bad votes to be 
struck off the register ? — No doubt they were, because, except at Coventry, they 
were the only persons who objected throughout the whole division. 

607. Then those bad votes would have remained upon the register, if they had 
not interfered? — No doubt. 

608. You are of opinion that it is desirable to protect the register, and to 
remove persons from it who are not entitled to vote ? — No doubt it is, when 
properly carried out. 

609. If parties did not interfere by objecting in something like a systematic 
manner, would not the register of North Warwickshire become very impure? — 
Of course it would ; any register would after the lapse of years. 

610. In fact there would be a great many bad votes upon the register? — No 
doubt, from death, and sales and removals. 

611. Would not that open the door to a great deal of fraud at elections It 
would, certainly. 

612. Would it not open the door to personation, if dead men were allowed to 
remain upon the register ?~No doubt of it. 

613. Can it be made a matter of reproach to a party, who, by attending to the 
register, causes the removal of many bad votes ? — It depends upon who the 
parties are who do it ; I think matters of that sort ought to be left to those imme- 
diately interested. 

614. Mv. Ncwdcgate.'] In the locality ?- — Yes. 

615. Mr. Milner Gibson."] You stated that nobody was doing it, and that if 
the League had not interfered, it would not have been done at all ?— Gentlemen 
of the same politics in the country might have done it- 

616. Are there any gentlemen of the same politics in that county ?— I have 
no doubt that there are. 

617. Then your only complaint is that the League is not what you term a loc^l 
society, and you admit that if what they have done had been done by persons ii^ 
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the county, it would have been deserving-of approval? — No ; I mean that if it Mr. /. B. Hebbert. 
had been left to be done by persons in the county, they would have done it with ^ — 8 - 

oreater care and discrimination, and that the voters in the county would not have ‘ ‘ ‘ 

been harassed in the Avay in which they were by notices of objection, which 
ought to have been served only on those persons against whom they could have 
been sustained. 

618. It does not appear from, your evidence that at the time the League 
interfered they were doing it at all ?— I do not know that they were. 

619. Is not it better that it should be done by somebody than that bad votes 
should be left upon the register ? — I do not think that persons nncouneeted 
with the county ought to be allowed to interfere with the county. 

620. Mr. Adderle^.'] In your experience, have those gentlemen who have 
been seized with this extraordinary monomania for purifying the register, ever 
been found to object to votes, except of one description of politics ? — Never. 

621. Mr. Villiers.] You have spoken of the Loyal and Constitutional Associa- 
tion; is that a society for the purpose of registering votes, or attending to the 
registration ? — No ; it is an association of gentlemen, intended for the support of 
those loyal and constitutional principles which were once, and 1 hope now, called 
Tory principles. 

622. You are deputy chairman of that association ? — I am, for this year. 

623. Was it in that capacity that you attended to the registration ? — It was in 
consequence of my immediate connexion with the party; not merely because I am 
deputy chairman ; but my friends in the town, from the part that Mr. Whateley 
and myself have taken in public political matters, when any thing of that sort 
occurs, look to us to take such steps as shall be necessary to protect their inte- 
rests, and I always do. 

624. You stated that you made inquiries, as deputy chairman of the Loyal and 
Constitutional Association, into the cases of the persons against whom you 
objected? — No ; I was not deputy chairman at the time the inquiries were insti- 
tuted, nor was it in my capacity as deputy chairman. When some years ago we 
made objections to certain classes of voters, we then submitted the qualifications 
of those of whom we knew nothing to the examination of some of our friends, 
surveyors and other persons, who knew the localities and the property in the 
town, to ascertain whether they were entitled to the votes or not ; that was some 
years ago. 

625. Mr. Newdegate.'] What year was that in? — That was in 1836, when 
notices were very extensively served upon Conservative electors throughout the 
county, by what was then called “ The Reformers’ Registration Committee we 
then found it necessary to examine into the state of affairs. 

626. Do you act as a political agent purely, and only inquire into those of 
opposite politics to yourself, or do you act as an agent generally for the county, 
in watching the registration, with a view to purify it? — Certainly not; 1 do 
not trouble myself about any thing beyond the interests of my own political 
ffiends. 

627. Then the only inquiries you make with respect to the voters to whose 
votes you object, is what their politics are ? — Of course I should not object to 
political friends, if I knew it. 

628. Your object is to disqualify, or to ascertain what are the qualifications of 
persons opposed to you in politics ? — ^Yes ; as far as I know. 

629. You see no objection to that? — No. 

630. You act for a body of persons associated together in North. Warwickshire, 
for the purpose of objecting to votes ? — No ; certainly not. 

631. When you-object to votes, in what capacity do you act? — When I 
object to votes, I object to them as a member of that party. 

632. Then you appear as an agent of a political association? — No ; it is not 
strictly true that I appear as agent of the association. ; it is in consequence of 
my connexion with the association that I do it ; we have a committee that take 
an active part in the matter. 

633. You act for this political association ? — I do as one of them ; I act as one 

of them, and for them. • , , . 

634. That is not objected to by the gentry in the county of Warwickshire ? — 

I believe not. r u- t 

635. Are many of the gentlemen in the county, members of this Loyal and 
Constitutional Association ? — There, are not a great many of the gentlemen of the 

0.41 . E 4 county ; 
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a borough society than it is a county one. 

85 March 1846. 636. Do you know whether the members of the county belong to this Loval 

and Constitutional Association? — They do. 

637. The,y look at the association as acting for them in watching the registra- 
tion? — Yes, no doubt they do. ° 

638. Mr. Craven Berkeki/.'] Who is chairman of this association?— Mr 

Winfield. ' 

639. Is he a county gentleman ? — No, he is a large manufacturer in Birmincr. 

ham, a man of property and standing. ° 

6«^a. Mr. Villkrs.'\ You have stated that you considered it very objectionable 
that an agent for another political association should have taken so many objec- 
tions to votes on the register of the county of Warwick r — Not merely because 
he was agent of another political association, but because he was agent of aa 
association entirely unconnected with the county. 

641. Mr Newdegate.'] You speak of Mr. Beswick ? — I do. 

642. Mr. Villkrs.\ There are certain persons opposed to you in politics in the 
county of Warwick ? — There are. 

643. Have they any connexion with this association to which Mr. Beswick 
belongs ?— I am not in their secrets ; I only know that Mr. Beswick appearedas 
the agent of the Anti-Corn Law League in Manchester. 

644. Do you mean that Mr. Beswick stated himself to belong to the League 
at Manchester? — Yes. 

645. And not connected with the League in any other place ? — He did not 

state that he was connected with the League any where ; he lived at Manchester, 
and so did Mr. Acland. ' 

646. Have you an idea that the League association is confined to Manchester? 
— I do not know where the association may have its ramifications, it may be 
every where ; it seems mischievous enough for it. 

647. You consider that any society which has its ramifications generally 
throughout the country is mischievous ? — No, certainly not. 

648. You have stated that the League has its ramifications every where, and, 
therefore, is mmchievous? — No, we find that it does a great deal of Tn isc.biftt 
every where, and, therefore, 1 conclude that its ramifications extend to those places. 

649. As being deputy-chairman of the Loyal and Constitutional Associa* 
tion, your politics are of a very decided character? — Yes. 

650- And those that are opposed to you you deem mischievous ? — No, not 
always. 

651 . Are the politics of the League opposed to you ? —I do not trouble myself 
much about the politics of the League, but I have no doubt they are. 

652. You only know that they are mischievous politics ? — I believe they are. 

653- You do not know anything about them? — I know some little, butnota 
great deal ; I know that their general principles are mischievous, and I have 
no doubt that the practical working of those principles will be mischievous. 

654- You know that their general principles are mischievous r — That is my 
conviction. 

655. They differ from your own ?— Certainly, but that is not the only reason. 

656. Have you the least doubt that there are many persons who entertain the 
opinions of the League in your county ? — There are some ; I do not think there 
are a great many, considering the population of the county. 

657. Do you know anything about it ? — Yes, I do. 

658. ^ Do you suppose that there are many persons or very few persons who 
entertain the opinions of the League in the county of Warwick ? — Compara- 
tively few. 

659. Have you compared the numbers on each side? —I believe the general 
opinion throughout the county is, that the opinions of the Anti-Corn Law League 
do not extend much beyond Birmingham and Coventry. 

660. They are important places in the county of Warwick, are they not- 
Of course they are. 

661 . At the last registration court at Birmingham there were 194 objectm^ 

that were withdrawn? — There were thereabouts ; I do not pledge myself to the 
exact number. . 

G62. The withdrawn votes were discovered to be informal? — Theywere no 
withdrawn till the following morning. As soon as it was decided that the 
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s'oTied by Stafford were not to be heard, I asked them to give me a list of the M r. J. B. Heb hert. 
^ersons on whom those notices had been served, and an arrangement was come 25 Marcli 184O. 
to that I should not ask for costs in those cases, if they were given to me. In 
the course of that night they marked the list, and gave me a marked list next 



Then that arrangement was come to immediately that it was proposed? 

664. There was no perseverance in those objections ?— Of course not \ they 
knew very well how they would be decided. 

665. You stated that 340 were disposed of by the barrister, were those frau- 
dulent objections ? — That is a matter of judgment ; 1 think they were fraudulent 

objections. . . « 

666. Did the barrister express that opinion ?~No. 

667. Were they all disposed of with costs? — I have said before that there 
were only about 15 or 16 cases in which costs were given. 

668. Out of 340 , there were only 16 in which costs were given against the 



objectors ? — Yes. 1 

669. Out of 340 objections, only lo or 16 were considered bad by the bar- 
rister?— There were only 15 or 16 in which the barrister gave costs. 



670. Then be did not give any opinion as to whether the rernaining number 
of 325 were bad ? — He gave no judicial opinion, but he did say in the course of 
the meeting that the objection was a frivolous one, but then his view of the law 
was, that the number of the house ought to be added, and therefore, for that 
reason alone, he did not feel himself bound to give the costs which were applied 



671. He considered that the number of the house ought to he added — He 
did ; he thought that was a reason fur an objection, and that that would prevent 
him* giving costs ; at the same time admitting, as he did in many instances, the 
hardship of the voters having been brought to support their qualifications upon 
such a ground. 

672. You have heard of fictitious votes having been created? — Ihave; 1 know 
of one rather flagrant instance. 

673. Have you any doubt that those requisites in the Act are intended to pre- 
vent those fictitious votes?— I suppose they are. 

674. It is the policy of the law to prevent fictitious votes, and certain things 
are required with a view to prevent them ; and upon that ground the revising 
barrister determined that they were not frivolous objections?— No ; he did not 
determine that they were not frivolous objections 5 the only determination that 
he can be said to have come to was, that, under the circumstances, be would not 



give CU5U3. . . 

675. Were any of the objections that were made by the Loyal and Constitutional 
Association maintained? — We made no objections at all last year. 

676. Were you present in court ? — In the Birmingham district we made none 
at all ; there were some made at Coventry, I believe ; I was not there, but I was 
present in court at Birmingham during the whole time ; I think possibly I might 
have been absent an hour or so ; but except that, I was present from the begin- 
uing to the close of the court. 

677. You do not know as to the number of objections that were maintained at 
Coventry by the League ? — No, I do not. 

678. Were costs given against the objectors in any case where the objectors 
belonged to the League at Sutton-Coldfield ? — I cannot tell ; as I said before, the 
general management of the matter was in the hands of another gentleman, and 
I went over there on two special cases. 

679. There had been a good many objections made at Sutton-Coldfield? 
Yes,l saw the list; I was not present in court during the time the matter was 
being discussed. 

680. Do you know any thing about the results ? —No, I do not. 

681. You do not know that they were not struck off? — Yes, I do know that 

they were not struck off; I have since learned from Mr. Holbeche that they 
were all amended where amendments were required, and in some cases the objec- 
tions were given up. . , . . 

682. You have no knowledge of any fraudulent objection having been made in 

Sutton-Coldfield ?— No. ,, 

0.41. F ^^ 3 - You 
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683. You have uo knowledge of the proceedings of this political associaf 

which you ca,ll the League, out of the Birmingham district ? Only so f 

knowing that their agents attended in support of objections in other distrkf 
the county. ^ 

684. But you have no knowledge of their proceedings ?— I have no person 1 
knowledge; I knov that they were at the Sutton-Coldtield court, and at 
Solihull court, and I saw the lists of the objections they had made for thewh 1 
county. 

685. But you know nothing at all about them but what took place in vour 

presence, when you were in Birmingham, attending the registration court 
And at Sutton ; and I was at Solihull, but not in court. ~~ 

686. But you cannot teH the Committee any thing 
— No. 



about the objections? 



687. And you know nothing about their proceedings but what you saw when 

you were attending the registration court in Birmingham?— No, nothin? but 
what I saw in the newspapers. ® 

688. Mr. Newdegate.'] After a certain number of cases had been decided 
against the objectors, did Mr. Beswick, Mr. Acland or Mr. Morris declare that 
they would pay no more costs, and desire the objector to leave the court?-0n 
the adjourned day they did. 

689. When costs were paid, who paid them?— Mr. Beswick was the person 
who paid the money in those cases. 

6go. Were you in court when Wortliington swore to the hand-writing as his 
own, upon the objection of Mr. Osborne ? — I was. 

691. And were you in court when Stafford was produced, who declared that it 
was not Worthington’s hand-writing, but his own ?— -Yes, I was- 

692. Did you subsequently hear Worthington admit that his oath in the first 
instance was false ? — I did ; not in so many words j hut he admitted that it m 
not his hand-writing. 

693. Stafford also swore that that was the case ?— Yes. 

694. Mr. Adderley.'] VVere there any votes lost by non-appearance to the 
objection ? — The whole of those votes that were included in the consolidated 
appeal would have been lost for non-appearance, except upon that ground; 
none were in fact lost in consequence of that. 

695. Can you state any cases where the parties against whom the objections 
were withdrawn, were subjected to great inconvenience by their appearance; 
were there many brought from a distance ? — A great number of them. 

696. A very large proportion?— I cannot tell the proportion, but I have very 
little doubt that all tliose who were objected to, about 50 in the parish of Aston, 
were nearly all there the first day. 

697. So that the withdrawal of the objection did not malce it the less vexa- 
tious to the parties objected to?— Not in the least; they were all there the first 
day and the second day ; it was only on the second day that I was able to dismiss 
them. They wem oblipd to attend'two days. 

• (jibson!\ For any thing you know, the objections that were 

signed by Stafford, might have been good objections to the votes, if they had 
not been so illegally signed ?— I do not know at all. 

699. In fact, the persons objected to may at this moment be upon the register, 
and may be bad votes ? — No, that could not be ; I know almost all of them, and 
1 undertake to say that there would not be half a dozen out of them who 
would not be really entitled to their votes, and that half dozen would only be in 
cases 01 the sale of property, and such causes. From what I know of the majority 
01 those cases, they were all good votes, and in a great many instances persons 
well known m the town. 

^ desirable that voters should be compelled to comply 

With the Registration Act ? — Yes, I think they should ; but I think it should be 
one, not by compelling them to attend the revising barrister’s court after they 
are once allowed to be upon the register, but in the first instance. 

^ think that the law is imperfect r — I do. 

702. But in the present state of the law, do you think it a matter of blame 
that a party compels the voter to comply with the law ?— If I take the case of 
wv ^^^V^^^shire objections, I do think it a matter of blame, because I 

in he objection that the number of the house was not upon the register, 

was 
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was so trumpery an objection that they ought not to have called upon a man 
of any respectability and property to attend the barrister’s court to supply it. 

703. Was it not notorious that Lord Chief Justice Tindal had given a deci- 
sion in the case of Akersley v. Baker, that the number of the house should be 
given? — I know that there was a decision to that effect. 

704. You know that the Judges laid down that that was the law ? — Yes. 

705. Then can you blame any one for requiring that the voter should comply 
with the law ? — Yes, I do in this case ; I think it is blameable as respects this 
particular case ; but I do not say generally that it is. In this particulai” instance 
I think it was blameable, because there was no inconvenience suffered by any 
party. The persons objected to had been objected to over and over again, and 
had gone before the barrister, and the barrister had settled their form of claim 
upon previous occasions ; and I think in these instances there was blame in 
attempting to interfere with it. 

706. In attempting to make persons comply with the law ?— In that particular 
instance. 

707. Was it fraudulent? — I think that it was, because I believe the intention 
was, if possible, not to amend the register, but to strike them off for non-attend- 
ance, if they could ; I believe tliat was the object, and, therefore, I believe that 
those objections were fraudulently made. 

708. Did you sign the petition from North Warwickshire relative to these 
proceedings in the registration court ?— I did. 

709. W'hat did that petition allege ? — I cannot recollect the words ; one alle- 
gation was that the notices served upon us were both fraudulent and vexatious, 
and were done by a political party who had no right to interfere with us. 

710. Did you, when you signed that petition, state so yourself? — I meant to 
state so myself. 

711 . You have stated that the objection to your vote was that you had changed 
your place of residence ; can any thing be more clear than that it is requisite 
that tlie voter should describe his place of residence upon the register? — I con- 
sider that the objection in my case was a frivolous objection. 

712. Was it fraudulent ? — No ; the charge of fraud does not apply to all the 
cases. 

713. Mr. Yillkra.'] Did you sign that petition in your capacity of deputy-chair- 
man of the Loyal and Constitutional Association?— No, I signed in my own 
name. 

714- Mr. Milner Is that the petition you signed [a petition being 

shown to the JVitness] ?— This is not the petition, but it is the same in sub- 
stance. 

715- Did you sign these allegations, that the objections were attempted to be 
supported by the agents of the Anti-Corn Law League ; that such objections 
entirely failed, and that the petitioners’ names were retained upon the register ? 
—Yes. 

716. Is it true that they entirely failed, if your vote w’as amended in conse- 
quence of your having incorrectly described your place of residence? — As far as 
my individual case is concerned, it did not entirely fail. 

7 ^ 7 * Mr. Vil(iers.'\ You do not know any thing about any body else’s? — 
I know that there were upwards of 700 objections served within our division, and 
there were none expunged ; I know that there was not one of them struck off. 

718. Mr. Nmdegate.l Were you present during the whole sitting of the regis- 
tration court ; and did you attend in your legal capacity to defend a great number 
of votes that were objected to ? — Yes. 

759. And therefore you are cognizant of the facts connected with tlie cases? 
'-Yes. 

720. Do you consider the objections that were signed by Stafford and by 

orthington fraudulent? — No doubt they were 5 the objections were forged 

objections ; Worthington’s were not forged, but Stafford’s were. 

721. Was it with Worthington’s consent? — He said so. 

+1. Worthington swore falsely, in order to conceal the fact 

that Stafford had signed for him ? — He did. 

/ 23. And therefore you considered those objections fraudulent? — They 
certainly were fraudulent. 

1 24. In the case of the persons who were objected to, and summoned before 
°' 41 ‘ .F2 the 
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tlie court, and whose cases were not heard, owing to the withdrawal of the objec. 
tions, do yon consider that the objections in those cases were vexatious ?— Yes. 

725. Mr. Villiers.] Do yon know it?— Yes. 

726. How do you know it? — I know the parties ; I knovr their property, and 
I know that in a great number of cases they were qualified. 

727. Do yon know that they had complied with the requisitions of the Act? 
— In my opinion they had done so. I knew that their names were properly 
described upon the register, and therefore they had complied with the requisitions 
of the Act. 

728. Do you know that those 170, which were referred for the opinion of a 
higher court, had complied with the requisitions of the Act?— No. 

729. Mr. Newdeffate.] You were answering ray question, with reference to 
those objections, w’liich were not proceeded with, owing to the objections having 
been withdrawn ?— Yes. 

730. Mr. Villiers.] Do you mean to say that you examined those cases, and 
that you examined the property of all those voters, and saw whether they com- 
plied with tlie requisitions of the Act, and that you can declare that they were 
all frivolous objections?— Ido not mean to say that I examined into any one, 
hut I knew the parties, or their property, and a great number of them were 
duly qualified. I knew that there could be no valid objection against their right 
to be upon the register. 

731. But you did not inquire into it ?— No ; it was not necessary to inquire 
into it. I should not inquire into my own father’s vote, but I know it. 

732. Is there any association in the county of Warwick to watch the practice 
and proceedings of the Loyal and Constitutional Association? — I have no doubt 
there is. Some few years ago there was a “ Reformers’ Registration Com- 
mittee,” who were exceedingly active ; I do not know whether it is abandoned 
or not. 

733. You do not know whether any society would have appeared to take ob- 
jections to voters upon your side of the question, if the League had not ?— 
I cannot tell that. 

734. Mr. Craven Berkeley.] How are the funds of the [joyal and Constitutional 
Associations dispensed ? — The subscriptions raised go in payment of the expenses 
for any business that may be done under the direction of the committee. 

735. They are managed by a committee ? — There is a general committee 
who manage the whole concerns. 

736. Are the funds extensive ? — We require very little ; we do not call upon 
our friends to subscribe but a very small sum. 

737. Are you paid for your services? — No, I am not. 

738. You are merely an amateur ? — Merely an amateur. 

739. Mr. Villiers.] You are a solicitor practising in the county of Warwick.^ 
— Yes. 

740. Chairman^] You draw a distinction between objections taken, the result 
of which would be to strike the voter off the registry, and that which is a mere 
objection to the description of the person upon the register? — Yes. 

741 . Are you not aware that matters may he amended by the barrister, which, 

if not amended, would be sufficient ground for expunging the vote : — Yes, ot 
course there are ; the Act of Parliament says so, that if the descriptions are not 
sufficient to identify the property, or the residence, or the parly himself, the bar- 
rister may strike him out. , , . 

742. How can objections of that sort be brought under the barrister s view, 
except by means of objections being made ? — Objections of that sort aw 
ones upon the face of the register. The barrister himself going through 

see defects of that sort. .. 

743. How can the barrister know that any voter is misdescribed, unless 1 
brought to his notice ? — Unless it is a palpable misdescription. 

744. Can it possibly be brought to the knowledge of the barrister &at ^ 

is misdescribed even to such an extent as to render it impossible to identity 
unless it is brought to his knowledge by means of an objection being ma e 
No; for instance, it would not be his duty to strike out the name because 
number in the street was not added. Y 

745- The name of the person may be wrongly stated and amended ?■— ® • 

74t>. His residence may be wrongly stated and amended?— Yes. 
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-47. May not a description perfectly insufficient for the purpose of identifi- Uv.J. B.Hebbert. 

cation be amended by the barrister r — Of course it may, ^ 

-4S. Could the insufficiency of that description for the purpose of identifi- 25 March 1846. 
cation be necessarily brought before the barrister, except by means of an 
objection? — I take it that if the notice of objection were served on tiiat ground 
and persevered in, if that was insufficient, the barrister’s duty would be to strike 
it off, on notice of objection ; he might amend it himself. 

749. Would it be his duty to strike it out, if he may amend it ? — If persevered 
in’ if it is insufficient, and the objection is taken on that ground, I think it his 
duty to strike it out ; but supposing it insufficient, and no notice of objection 
oiven, then the barrister has the power, upon application, to amend it. 

750. Have the goodness to read the words of that clause between the marks, 
and tell me whether he may not amend the description, although it be insufficient 
for the purpose of identification, and whether it is not his duty to insert the 
name in the list ?— I think so. 

751. Is there any direction there, that he shall expunge on the ground 
of objection, with regard to name and residence, which are insufficient 
for identification, provided those deficiencies are supplied before him in 
the court?— He is required to strike tiiem out; it says so — “If any person 
whose name is included in any such list, or his place of abode, or the nature 
or description of his qualifications, shall, in the judgment of the revising 
barrister, be insufficiently described for the purpose of being identified, such 
barrister shall expunge the name of every such person from such list, unless the 
matter or matters so omitted or insufficiently described be supplied to the satis- 
faction of such barrister before he shall have completed the revision of such list.” 

I take it that that is in cases where no objections are served ; where the barrister, 
in going through the list to correct the general list, finds an omission or any 
inaccurate description, it is then his duty to strike that name oat, unless the voter 
attends and suppHes what is wanting; but I take it, supposing an objection served 
on those grounds, and the matter brought by the objector before the notice of 
the barrister, then the barrister must strike it out and not amend. 

752. How do you suppose that the barrister is to become acquainted with the 
insufficiency of the description unless it is brought before liis notice by the 
objector?— I cannot tell exactly. The Act of Parliament says, if it should be so, 
then he is to deal with it in that particular way. 

753. Show me the clause wliich directs the barrister to expunge the name of 
the claimant on the ground of insuflicient description in name or residence, 
provided those particulars are supplied at the time of the revision ? — 
witness refers to t/ieAci .'] — It is the subsequent part of the clause ; it does not go 
to that end ; I thought it did ; it says, “ Where the name of any person inserted 
in any list of voters shall liave been objected to by the overseers, or by any other 
person, and such other person so objecting shall appear by himself, or by some 
one on his behalf in support of such objection, and shall prove that he gave the 
notice or notices respectively required by this Act to be given by him, every such 
barrister shall then require it to be proved that the person so objected to was 
entitled on the last day of July then next preceding, to have his name inserted in 
the list of voters in respect of the qualification described in such list.” That has 
reference to the former Act of Parliament ; it does not precisely follow the form ; 
the first part of the clause has reference to the list, without any regard to 
objections at all. 

754. Does not it include objections too?— It goes on to say what is to be done 
in cases of objections by overseers and other persons. 

755 - I ask you how a misdescription is to be brought to the knowledge of the 
barrister ? — I have known a great many instances where a person has described 
, himself of London, and the barrister has required a more particular description 
of the residence ; it was too general and vague. 1 have seen cases where there 
has been no residence at all ; the party in sending in his claim has omitted to put 
the residence, all other things being regular. ’ 

75 fi. May there not be a description perfectly insufficient for the purpose of 
identification, which the barrister may nnder that clause amend, which need not 
necessarily come before his notice except bv means of objection.'' — Yes; there 
may be insufficient descriptions because they would depend upon localities. 

757* Would you necessarily say that all objections merely on the ground of 
misdescription must be vexatious ? — No. 

0.41* F 3 758. Mr. 
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758. Mr. Milner Gibson.^ Where the party’s vote was objected to on thg 
ground of change of residence, was that a vexatious objection? — On general nrio 
ciples that objection would not be a vexatious one ; but under the circumst^ices 
of our county I thought it was. 

759. Chairman.l Do you think it possible to drawn distinction by law between 
objections of this description, which you would call vexatious, and those which 
you admit not to be so, and must it not be left to the discretion of the barrister? 
— It is difficult to draw a distinction; it is a matter to be left to the discretioa of 
the barrister. 

760. It must be left to the discretion of the barrister? — Those cases must. 

761. Do you think that it would be an amendment to the Act if no objec- 
tions were allowed on those grounds which the barrister might supply or amend 
in the revision court ? — No; I think it would be desirable that the objections 
should be retained on that ground. 

762. Have you ever considered the question, whether claimants should be 
called upon to prove their title before they are put upon the register at all .?~The 
result of my own experience is to satisfy me, that the most proper course would 
be, to require every claimant to prove his claim the first year he is on the 
register. 

763. Having done that, would you allow his name to remffin On the register 
for any time without any party having a right to object, except as to matters sub- 
sequent to that decision? — No; I should not think it prudent to make any 
limit ; to say he should remain for five or any number of years without an objec- 
tion. 

764. You would allow an objector to object the next year after he had so 
proved his qualification ? — Yes ; I certainly would leave the power of object- 
ing. 

765. Would you allow that power of objecting to extend beyond matters hav- 
ing arisen subsequently to the first decision, or would you restrain that power to 
any change of circumstances since the decision of the barrister, or allow bim to 
re-open the question, namely, the validity of the original qualification ? —No ; I 
should leave that open. 

766. You would leave open to question in each successive year the original 
qualification on which the barrister had decided? — Yes; I would leave the 
power of objecting free ; at the same time I should put some protection upon the 
voter. 

767. In what shape ? — Heavy costs, if improperly objected to. 

768. Is that the only protection you would give him? — Yes. 

769. You think it might be desirable to require the objector to show some 
pr'md facie case of change of circumstance, before the voter is called upon to 
prove over again his qualification?— I do not think it would be at all desirable; 
the evidence to support the vote is so entirely in the hands and power of the 
voter himself ; I do not tliink it would be prudent to call upon the objector to 
prove z.primci facie case. 

770 - 1 o what extent would you give costs in such a case against the objector? 
— In a case of that sort I would give such costs as would be a full indemnity to 
the voter for all expenses incurred; a full indemnity. 

771. Do you think it advisable to take any better security for the costs than 
there is now? — Yes, certainly. 

772. In what way? — By adeposit of money with some proper officer. 

773. What suggestion would you make in that respect? — Perhaps it will 
shorten the matter if I state, that I have seen the Bill of Mr. Whateley, with 
whom I have had frequent conferences on the subject, and that I entirely concur 
in the opinions he has expressed to the Committee. 

774. Mr. Neu)degate.'\ Will you read the first words of that fortieth clause, and 
tell me whether it decidedly implies that the revising barrister shall correct mis- 
descriptions without an objection having been made? —Yes, 1 am quite sure it 
authorizes him to do that without an objection. 



775 - Chairman.'] 
of Warwick. 



Mr. Richard Fowler, Examined. 

WHERE do you live ?— In the parish of Aston, in the county 

776. Are 
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776. Are you a voter for the Northern division of Warwickshire ?— I am. 

777. Was yourname objected to at the last registration of voters'?— It was. 

778. Where were you when you received the notice of objection?— I reallv 

cannot say ; I received it on the 28th of August. ? 

779. Where were you at the time the revisioa court was held ?— I was then in 
the neighbourhood of Montgomery. 

780. Did you feel it necessary, for the purpose of defending your vote, to appear 
mthe court?— I did, and I returned home for the especial purpose. 

7S1. Was that at considerable inconvenience to yourself ’—Very great incon- 
veuience ; I was occupied in business, and I returned a distance of 60 miles for 
the express purpose, and 1 attended four successive days ; the case was not called 
on, it again adjourned, and I had again to make a purposed iournev into 
that neighbourhood. ^ 

782. What was the ground of objection to your vote ?— I do not think it was 
assigned ; the case was never heard. 

753. What was the nature of the ohjection to your vote? — It was never 
stated i the case was not heard ; I attended the court four days and the revising 
hamster adjourned that court then to another parish ; that was on the 2d of 
October, and on or about the 11th or 12th of October I was served with notice 
that the objection was withdrawn, bo that I never appeared before the court. 

754. Mr. Newdegate.] You never had any means of knowing upon what 
grounds your vote was objected to ? — None whatever. 

785. i think you can state that other persons w'ere put to similar inconve- 
nience with yourself?— I know it very generally from my neighbours ; I think 
there were nearly 300 objections within the parish of Aston during the period 
that I attended the court ; a great number of those parties were there, and they 
all complained of the same inconvenience and annoyance ; one in particular a 
clergyman, who came out of Northamptonshire. 

786. Did he tell you so ?— I know it of my own knowledge ; I am receiving 

his rents ; he is the rector of a parish in Northamptonshire ; he attended on the 
first day, and his case was not heard ; on the following day, having clerical duties 
to attend to, he was obliged to leave, and he requested me to prove his vote • the 
objection was withdrawn, and the case was never heard. * 

787. Mr. C. Berkeley} Are you a professional person? — A land-agent and 

an occupier of land. ° 

^ 788. You were in Wales attending to your business as a land-agent ? Yes, 



''■'''I'ywasnotyourobjectionheard?— Ihaveunder- 

Se by ™ signature of the party it professed to be ; I have the 

790. It was one of those signed by a party of the name of Stafford?— I had 
no means of proving that. 

791. Mr. C. Berkeley.] Did you apply to the barrister for costs?— No • I did 
not. 1 he award cases were not heard. Then on the 11th of October ' it was 

thttt the objection was withdrawn, and I did not attend after- 

792. Mr, Milner Gibson.] Do you consider such a state of the law is vexatious? 

been Sfected to'* I believe this is the third time that I have 

tte same county?— Yes; the third time ; I had 
in mecL'ion™ occasions. I am not prepared to say two or three days 

taidy Did you succeed in establishing your vote ?-Cer- 

£■ 0° those occasions have you ever applied for costs?— 

piled for costs ^nrwickshire. This last year in Gloucestershire I have ap- 

to Gloucestershire ?— East Gloucestershire. I attended 

his TOte ■ f gentleman for whom 1 was acting asage nt, and I established 

) he was out of the kingdom, and I had my costs. 

4 797. Was 



Mr. It. Fovler. 
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707. Was that last year ? — Yes. 

798. What was his name?— Mr. John Taylor, of Strencham Court, in V^or. 
cestershire ; his vote was objected to. 

799. For Gloucestershire?— Yes, in the adjoining pariah. 



Vcnef'is, 27 " die Ma/'iii, 1840 



MKMUERS PIU'SENT: 



Mr. Hodgson lliudc. 
Mr. Addcrley 
Mr. Milner Gibson. 
Mr. Charles Wood. 



Mr. B)Uikes. 

Mr. Walple. 

Ml'. Stuart Woi tley. 
Mr, Cruveu Berkeley. 



VISCOUNT SANDON, xn the Ciiaiu. 



Thomas Clement Sneyd Kymicrsky, Es(p, Examined. 

800. Chairman.] YOU reside in Staffordshire ? — Yes. 

801 . In the neighbourhood of Uttoxeter ? — Yes. 

802. Have you had an opportunity of observing the course pursued in 
impeaching votes at the last registration court ? — I w;is at the registration court 
at Uttoxeter during almost the whole time the revising barrister was sitting 
there. 

803. Will you state what occurred? — I should mention, that I am trustee, 
for my nephew, of considerable property, and finding that several of our own 
tenants were objected to, whom I knew to have perfectly good votes, I went 
down there to watch their cases, and to see the general course of proceeding. 

I had heard that a great number of other persons were objected to, andalUy 
notices of objection posted at Manchester and signed by the same person ; one 
of our tenants who pays a rent of 520/. a year, anotlier 120/. or 130/., and 
another more than 100/., two of them having been in possession a great number 
of years were objected to ; they attended for some time ; it was market dar, 
they wanted to go into the market, and I staid to prove their case ; I tooktbe 
rental with me, and stated the amount of rent paid, there were few questions pnl 
by the parties who appeared in support of the objection ; 1 told the agent there 
who appeared for the Conservative party, to u]))ily for costs, but they were 
refused upon the ground that they were described as “ occupiers,” and not 
as “ occupying tenants ; ” there were a great many other persons whom I 
knew very well to have good votes, who were objected to, several of them 
appeared and established their class ; there was only one case in which coste 
were given, and that was to the amount of 1 .v. ; a blacksmith, who had travelled 
two or three miles, and been engaged nearly the whole day. There were a 
number of cases in which the notices did not appear to have been received by 
the parties till after the 25th. In those cases the revising bai’rister held the 
notices bad, and did not call upon the parties to appear in support of their cases. 
A great number of others who were called did not appear, and their names were 
struck off, though I knew them perfectly well myself to have good 
instance I well remember ; it was the case of Mr. J’almer, a banker at Lichnela. 
a man of large property in the southern division of the county, and I helieve ol 
considerable property in the north too ; his name appeared upon the register lof 
land in the parish of Draycot, for a farm there in the occupation of a tenant; 
his name was called and he did not appear. The agent who appeared for tje 
Conservative party called upon the overseer to state what he knew of his quali- 
fication ; he said that he was present a few yeiu-s since when the property was 
bought at a sale by auction; that it was bought as freehold ; that it was won . 
I do not know how much, I think at least 100 /. a year ; that he was sjut^^ 
the rate-book to be the owner ; that he had seen liim there riding over me w 
and giving directions as owner ; that he was commonly known in the 

he the owner. The barrister was rather inclined to retain his vote, but 
pressed by the objector to expunge it, on the ground that there was no su^ 
evidence, and his name was expunged. I do not think the barrister was wro^ 
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in doing it, because there was no conclusive evidence, but still it seemed to be a T.C.S.Kynnentey 
matter so notorious, and every body there must have been so satisfied that he '^< 1 - 

bad a perfectly good vote, that it was an ungracious act to press the objection, 

and I mention it as an instance of the vexatious spirit which characterized all ^7 March 1846. 
the proceedings of the objector on that occasion. 

804. The barrister seemed to think that the same sort of evidence was 
required to establish the vote, that was required to establish a right to property 
in a court of justice ? — Yes ; he thought, I suppose, that it was not safe to pro- 
ceed upon that evidence. 

805. When you were there, were many votes struck off for want of attend- 
ance?— A great many; that was one, and several others. 

806. Were there many with whose circumstances you yourself were conver- 
sant, as holders of land to some extent ?— Yes, there were several. 

807. Did it appear to you that they had been picking out the doubtful votes, 
with a view to clearing the register of votes that might be questioned ? — I do 
not think that inquiries had been made in the neighbourhood about the suffi- 
ciency of the votes ; it seemed to me that they had got a good deal of information 
as to how the parties were likely to vote at an election, and then that the 
objections were made at random ; it must have been so from the nature of the 
examinations, as the objector did not appear to me in any instance to have any 
instructions to guide him. 

808. Did the objections rest upon any particular interpretation of the fran- 
chise which seemed to be the ground of question— No, I think not. The 
system, upon which the objections were made appeared to me to be this : where- 
ever the description of the qualification of a party, supposed to be of opposite 
politics to those of the Manchester objector, was imperfectly set forth in the list 
of voters, he was objected to ; there was a chance of liis not attending the 
revising barrister’s court ; if he did not attend, his name would be expunged ; if 
he did, the imperfect description would be urged as a ground for refusing costs. 

For instance, here is the list of the parish of Erdington, in Warwickshire, lying 
on the table; here is “John Newman;” “ Place of abode?” “Erdington;” “ Nature 
of qualification?” “ Freehold house and land;” “ Street, lane or other part of the 
parish, or name of the tenant ? ” “Erdington;” there is no particular description 
of the street, or the part of the parish in which the property is situate, or the 
name of the tenant ; he might be safely objected to ; if he did not appear, his 
name would be expunged ; if he did, he would be asked by the objector, after 
proving his possession of the freehold property, “ Do you occupy itself, or who 
is your tenant, or whereabouts does it lie?” The description would then be 
amended, and costs refused, on the ground that a correction was necessary ; this 
happened in very many instances at Uttoxeter. In the parish of Leigh for 
instance, a great many substantial freeholders were objected to ; some appeared, 
established their votes, and were refused costs for the reason I have mentioned ; 
others did not appear, and their names were expunged, though no one doubted 
their qualifications. 

809. Was there an appearance in the choice of the parties to be objected to, 
of some deficiency in the description of their qualification? — In general there 
was, but there was one singular fact, they were all on one side in politics, which 
could hardly have been the case if the object really had been to m^e the register 
correct. 

810. The barrister held that deficiency of description to be a ground for not 
giving costs ? — Yes. 

811. That was because of some defect in the statement on the register ? — 

That was because of some defect in the statement on the register ; but that 
nnght have been remedied without objecting to the parties. 

, 812, In what way ?— Because the barrister had the power of doing it himself ; 
in point of fact, an imperfect description does not seem to me to be a legitimate 
ground of objection. In the 40th section of the Act it is said, “ Be it enacted, 
the revising barrister shall correct any mistake which shall be proved to him 
to have been made in any list, and shall expunge the name of every person whose 
qualification, as stated in any list, shall be insufficient in law to entitle such person 
to vote, and also the name of every person who shall be proved to him to be dead ; 
and wherever the Christian name or the place of abode, or the nature of the 
T u k or the local or other description of the property of any person who 
Shall be included in any such list, and the name of the occupying tenant thereof, 

°-4i. G shall 
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shall he wholly omitted in any case where the same is by this Act directed to be 
specified therein, or if any person whose name is included in any such list or bis 
place of abode, or the nature or description of his qualification shall, in thejadg. 
ment of the revising barrister, be insufficiently described for the purpose of being 
identified, such barrister shall expunge the name of every such person from such 
list, unless the matter or matters so omitted or insufficiently described be 
supplied to the satisfaction of such barrister before he shall have completed the 
revision of such list, in which case he shall then and there insert the name in 
such list.” 

813. Mr. C. Wood.] How is it to be proved to the satisfaction of the barrister, 
except upon an objection ?— If the barrister were revising this list, and he saw in 
the last column merely" Erdington,” he would say “That is not a sufficient 
description ; in what part of the parish does it lie ?” 

814. Who is the person to furnish that information ? — The overseer, or any 
body present, who can give the information upon oath. 

815. Is it the overseer’s duty to supply those deficiencies? — If he can supply 
them ; the overseer is always in attendance. 

816. Is it not evident that in many cases it must be impossible for the over- 
seer to supply the requisite information? — ^Then some other person might supply 
it 5 if not, it is the duty of the barrister to strike out the name if it is an imper- 
fect description. 

817. Ho-wisa vague and imperfect description to be brought to the know- 
ledge of the barrister? — He sees it himself on reading over the list. 

818. If you refer to tlie 40th section, does not it appear that a wrong Chris- 
tian name is one of the articles of misdescription 1 — Not a wrong Christian name, 
but a Christian name omitted or imperfectly stated ; the initials only for instance. 
If a wrong Christian name is given the party himself might come to the barrister 
and say, “ My name is improperly described, and I require you to correct the 
mistake.” 

819. But suppose he does not? — Then I do not know that it is anybody's 
business to do it. 

820. How can such cases be necessarily brought to the attention of the bp 
rister, except by an objection ? — Imperfect descriptions would be noticed by him 
on reading over the list ; misdescriptions and mistakes would not, unless 
pointed out by the party himself or the overseer, or some other person. I said 
before, I do not think it a legitimate ground for objection ; any one discovering 
the mistake might call the barrister’s attention to it, and it would be corrected. 

821. How are those instances of misdescription, which may render th® 
description insufficient for identification, upon which the barrister would b® 
bound to expunge the name unless amended, necessarily to be brought to th® 
knowledge of the barrister, except upon an objection being made ? — At the top 
of the column here is " Street, lane or other like place in tliis parish (or township), 
and number of house (if any) where the property is situate, or name of the pro- 
perty and name of the tenant then, if in the last column, you merely put the 
name of the parish, it is an imperfect description ; and upon the barrister reading 
over the list, it would strike him at once that it w^as imperfect. 

822. Would it necessarily strike the barrister that the Christian name was 
■wrongly given? — Certainly not, but it would that it was imperfectly given. 

823. Or even that the number of the house was not inserted, lie being ignorant 
whetlier there were numbers or not ? — Certainly not. 

824. Chairman.] Have you corrected such misdescriptions, without an objec- 
tion being made, in your capacity as revising barrister? — Constantly ; whenever 
I have been engaged as revising barrister, I have carefully gone over the whole 
list. 

825. Mr. Stuart Worthy!] Is not it the constant practice of the revising bar- 
rister to go through the lists, and make such amendments, whenever he can get 
information to enable him to do so ? — Yes, whether it is objected to .or not. 

826. If he cannot get the information necessary to make the amendment, be 
leaves the list as it was ? — Yes. 

827. Are there many cases of misdescription which cannot strike the attention 
of the barrister unless they are brought before him, and which thus remain as 
they are? — Yes. 

828. If the omission or the informality of the description is such as that 
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doubtful whether it is sufficient to identify the property or not, in that case the 
barrister cannot amend, unless there be some person to instruct him ? — No. 

829. But in the case of an apparent omission, such as the omission of a 
number, street or anything of that sort, he would make the amendment himself 
by obtaining the information? — Yes; for instance, here is “ freehold land at 
Erdington I should say, “ what part of the parish is it in ? does he occupy it 
himself? if not, who is the tenant.” In some of the little parishes in Monmouth- 
shire, where I have been revising, it is almost impossible to give an exact descrip- 
tion; is it in a street? there are no streets ; is it near the church ? there is no 
church ; is it near a turnpike-,road ? there is no turnpike-road. I have always 
got the best information I could ; if the man occupied it himself, then, in the 
absence of anything else, I have put in, “ in his own occupation.” 

830. The mere omission of the number is no ground of objection? — I never 
considered it so. 

831. Then any number of notices served, upon the mere ground of the 
omission of the number, must be frivolous and vexatious ? — At Cheltenham, 
last year, I found that a considerable number of persons had been objected to 
on both sides, on the ground of the number not being given, but they agreed to 
withdraw the objections. 

832. If there was no other ground of objection, would you consider the giving 
notice on that ground to be frivolous and vexatious! — I am not sure that I 
should consider it frivolous and vexatious. 

833. It has been the habit of the revising barrister not to consider objections 
frivolous and vexatious, so far as to give costs upon them, wherever there is any 
omission, or any incorrectness of description ? — I do not think I should hold it 
to be frivolous in that case, if the houses were all numbered, whicli is very 
seldom the case. At Cheltenham, I remember asking whether the houses were 
numbered, and it -seemed that some were numbered, and some were not 

834. If the objection is not any objection at all, on what ground do you hold 
such a notice not to be frivolous and vexatious r — I am not quite certain how 
I should act. It might depend on circumstances. If every name in the list 
but one had a number attached, an objection to that one might not be con- 
sidered frivolous and vexatious. If the contrary were the case, and the absence 
of a number were made the ground of an objection, I tliink it would be frivo- 
lous. A distinction might be made too between county and borough votes. 

.835. Mr. C. Wood.'\ Are you aware of the decision in the case of Eckersley 
V. Barker, in which Lord Chief Justice Tindal gave it as his opinion that the 
numbers of the houses should be inserted? — I have read the case, but I do not 
at tills moment exactly remember the point decided by it. 

836. Mr. Walpole.] Are you aware that the revising barrister ever held that 
the omission of the number was such an omission that unless supplied, the name 
ought to be struck out on the objection ? — No. 

837. Mr. C. Wood.] Are you aware of any case in which the revising barrister 
thought it right to give costs when an amendment, however trifling, of the 
description was thought necessary? — No, I do not know that I am ; but I have 
not spoken very much with other barristers about costs. On our own circuit, 
ydth the exception of Stafibrdshire, I think there were very few objections 
indeed made. I do not remember any county upon the circuit, except StafFord- 
ehire, in which there were many objections made on the last circuit, there were 
very few made in my own county. 

838. Chairman.] In those cases which passed under your observation, were 
the objections that were made such as raised any difficulty or doubt as to the iden- 
tification? — No, I do not think they were. 

839. Were they the names of considerable farmers in the parishes ? — Many of 
them were ; some of them were small freeholders, but they were in small parishes 
where there would be no difficulty at all about identifying the parties. If the 
objector had gone to the overseer and said, where does so and so live, the man 
would have pointed it out to him, and there would have been no diifficulty in 
dentifying him. 

840. Mr. C. Wood,] If the deficiency is supplied by the revising barrister, pro- 
vided the nature of the qualification is correctly stated, that is enough, but if not 
supplied, the name may be expunged ? — Yes, even without objection. I remember 
a case in which I expunged a name ; it was at Chepstow, a very large .parish ; I 
had seen the name there for two or three years, “ A. B.,; place of abode,. 

02 Abergavenny 



^ C.S. Kynnenlc;!, 
£scj. 
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Abergavenny; freehold land, Chepstow," without any specification, local descrii. 
tion, or name of the tenant. I asked the overseer if he knew who he was; he 
said that his name was not in the rate-book, and that he did not know any thing jf 
him ; that he had made inqniiy about him, and could not get any information 
I told him that if he did not get the information supplied by the next year, i 
should strike the name out. The next year I found the name there again for 
" freehold land, Chepstow',” and I did strike it out ; I doubted whether the man 
really existed. 

841. Mr. "Was he objected to? — No. 

842. Had not the overseer written “ objected tq” against the name ? -No; I 
(lid it under the general power that I had ; “ Whenever the Christian name or 
the place of abode, or the nature of the qualification, or the local or other descrip, 
tion of the property of any person who shall be included in any such list, and 
the name of the occupying tenant thereof, shall be wholly omitted in any case 
where the same is by this Act directed to be specified therein, or if any person 
whose name is included in any such list, or his place of abode, or the nature or 
description of his qualification, shall, in the judgiiieut of the revising barrister 
be insufficiently described for the purpose of being identified, such barrister shall 
expunge the name of every such person from such list, unless the matter or 
matters so omitted or insufficiently described be supplied to the satisfaction of 
such barrister.” 

843. You expunged it upon the ground of the total omission of the local 
description 1 — Yes. 

844. Is there not a difference among the revising barristers as to the effect of 
the power which that clause gives? — Very likely there maybe; many do not 
take the trouble of making any alterations unless it is pointed out to their notice ; 
that is the only case in which I ever expunged a name without an objection. 

845. Would it not be the duty of the overseer in that case to put the words 
“ objected to” ? — I believe I told the overseer to do so, but he was out of offce 
before the end of the year, and his successor knew nothing of the matter. 

846. Mr. Stuart IVortley.'] Do not you think that it «ould be a relief to the 
county voters, if it were deemed frivolous and vexatious to serve an objection on 
the mere ground of that which is a subject of trifling amendment ? — Yes ; 1 think 
it would be a very great relief. 

847. Mr. C. Wood.'l Do you think there would be any objection to prohibiting 
objections altogether on those grounds upon which the barristers are at liber^ 
to amend 1 do not think there would ; I think the objection ought to be to 
the sufficiency of the qualification only. 

848. Chairman.'] What means would you have then of enforcing such regu- 
larity of registration, in the way of description, as would practically give the 
facilities of identification which the Act contemplated? — 1 think I have the 
power under this section. 

849. This section evidently gives the barrister an opportunity of making cor- 
rections in certain cases, but it would not give the opportunity of correcting 
mistakes as to the names of persons, because he himself would not know them? 
— Supposing such a mistake to be made, the overseer would, in all probability, 
point it out to him, as he read over the list, and the barrister would have power 
to correct it. 

850. It is clear, that from his own observation, running over the column of 

the description, he might observe that there was an apparent insufficiency which 
he might take the means of correcting ; but with reference to any inaccuracy as 
to the name, having himself no local knowledge, he would not have an opportu- 
nity of putting in "John” for "James,” or any Christian name for another. - 
For example, here is " Henry Eyres Lander if the overseer told him that it 
was a mistake, and that it ought to be " Edward,” he might correct it. 

851. Or supposing the party himself to do so ?— Yes. 

852. If there were no penalty, and no liability to objection in case of an insuf- 
ficient description, would not there be a chance of the register getting into a 
confused state, such as not to furnish the ready information which it was intendea 
to supply I do not think there would. 

853. Mr. C. Wood.] Do you think that care on the part of the barrister or 
assistant overseer would be sufficient to remedy most of those misdescnptioi^?^ 
— I think it would, particularly where you have assistant overseers who rem^ 
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in office year after year ; where there is merely a parish overseer, who is changed T.C. S. Kynnersky. 
p.verv year, it is almost impossible that he can understand this part of the duty. 

8^4.. Do yo^ think that in extensive parishes the knowledge of the overseer J “ 

would be sufficient ?— I think it would be quite sufficient. urc \ i 4 . 

thi nk that the barrister would have sufficient time to go over the 
list carefully, and the overseer would have knowledge enough to supply infor- 
mation to correct misdescriptions? — Yes ; I believe the register of Monmouth- 
chire is in as perfect a state as possible ; I have been there five or six years j I 
have always had the overseer with me, and 1 have read over every name in the 
register, and if there has been any mistake he has pointed it out to me, and if I 
have seen any thing that was palpably insufficient, I have called his attention to 
it, and got information from him ; and I believe that that power is quite sufficient, 
and I would confine the power of objection to cases where there is a doubt about 
the sufficiency of the qualification. 

856. You think that the power of objection should be confined to the real 
sufficiency of the vote ? — I think that must have been the intention of the 
framers of the Act, because it is further required “ to be proved that the person 
so objected to was entitled, on the last day of July then next preceding, to have 
his name inserted in the list of voters in respect of the qualification described in 
such list.” 

857. Chau'man.] That is all that the barrister is called upon to inquire into 
with regard to the objected votes ? — Yes. 

858. But in the cases which passed under your observation at Uttoxeter, 
wherever there was any necessity for correcting the description, costs were 
refused? — Yes. 

859. Do you know what proportion of the voters in that district were objected 
to ?— Before I came away, I got from the agents a list ; this is the return which I 
got from the agents, hut I think it must be imperfect. Here it appears that 52 
names were retained, and 16 expunged; that makes only 68 objections ; but it 
strikes me that there must have been a great many more ; in fact I have seen 
another return this morning, which makes the numbers much greater. . 

860. What is the whole number of voters in that district? — I do not know. 

861. Mr. Adderley.} That statement does not give the objections that were 
withdrawn ? — No ; and I beUeve it does not give the objections that were served 
too late. 

862. Mr. C. Wood^ You are pretty conversant witli the Registration Act ; 
are there any alterations or amendments which you can suggest in it, as desir- 
able to be made ? — I am not aware that there are any which I can at once suggest 
as free from objection. 

863. Have you considered whether it would be desirable to call upon persons 
to prove their claim at the time of its being first put upon the register ? — I think 
that, balancing the advantages and disadvantages, it woifid be well to require 
proof of the qualification in the first instance ; it would be inconvenient in some 
cases, but upon the whole I think it would he desirable. 

864. Supposing a claim to be established, either voluntarily by the claimant, 
or upon objection made, would you be prepared to allow that name to stand 
unquestioned on the register for a limited period, from the time of the proof?— 

No ; because the circumstances might alter the very next year. 

865. Would you allow it so to remain, except upon new circumstances 

arising subsequently to the proof ?— Yes, 1 think I would ; but I do not know 
bow you are to ascertain that the circumstances have changed, except upon an 
objection. . , 

866. Supposing an objection to be taken, and no circumstances of change 
shown, might not in that case heavy costs be given against the objector . I 
think so ; I think the costs should be increased. 

867. Mr. Walpole.'] Does it not often happen in the revising hamster s court 
that the proof made is by the voter himself, without the production of his deeds . 

— Yes. 

868. In some cases the voter himself may not he aware of the legal of 
ffie deed, and if that deed had been put into the barrister’s hands, it might have 
a different effect from what the voter thought it would have ? Yes. 

869. If, therefore, the voter’s name remained upon the register without the 
power of striking, it off, except upon a subsequent change of circumstances, 
might it not be possible that the voter’s name might be on the register without 

0.41. 0 3 “Y 
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any qualification, in consequence of the non-production of the legal instrument 
which gave him the vote ? — It might he so. 

870. Would not that be an objection to leaving it unconditionally upon the 
register, unless the objector could prove some change in the qualification?— 
Perhaps it might ; but I think that would so very seldom occur, that it would be 
hardly necessary to legislate upon it. I always object as much as possible to 
the production of any title-deeds. I never allow them to be produced. 

871. But if you were to leave the voter’s name unconditionally upon the 
register, would it not be liable to that objection ? — It would, certainly. 

872. Mr. C. Wood.'] The result might be, that a vote originally bad would be 
unquestionable for ever ? — Yes, it is possible. 

873. Have you considered the question of a deposit being made by the objector 
at the time of the objection ? — Yes, I have heard it proposed. 

874. What is your opinion upon that? — I think that improper votes may be 
put on to a great number, just in the same way that improper objections may be 
made, and in that case it would be a great hardship upon a party to be obliged 
to deposit such a sum of money. If there are 1,000 votes objected to 
year in a county, you may have 1 ,000 fictitious votes put upon the register by the 
same party next year, and in that case you would have to deposit 1,000 /. 

875. In that case it would impose a great check to sound and valid objections? 
•.—It would. 

876. Mr. ffodgson Hinde.'] Would that objection apply, supposing the deposit 
were confined to objections to names already upon the register ? — No ; but that 
involves the question whether the party should not be obliged to prove his case 
in the first instance. 

877. Would not your difficulty be removed, if a person were allowed to question 
a new claim without making a deposit, but that in the case of a name already 
upon the register, without making a deposit, he should not be allowed to come in 
and object to it?— Supposing I claim this year, I think a party should be at 
liberty to object to my name this year without making a deposit, but that after- 
wards there might be a deposit required. 

878. Or possibly the second year, because it is possible that tlie 
first year parties may not be aware of the doubts that nxay arise? — Then be 
might be objected to, both the first and second years. 

879. Mr. C. Wood.'] In the case which you have supposed, of a large number 
of votes being put upon the register, would not the requiring a deposit tell very 
much against individual and independent objectors ? — One knows perfectly well 
that all this is managed by political parties. The funds must be supplied by a 
political party. There are very few individual objectors. They are almost 
always made by political parties. 

880. Do not you think it desirable that as much encouragement as possible 
should be given to parties acting independently of political parties ? — Certainly ; 
and as much encouragement as possible given to overseers to do their duty, 
because they are generally free from political bias. 

881. Do not you think that the system of requiring deposits would operate 
much more against individual independent electors acting, than against powerful 
bodies acting ? — Yes. 

882. Mr. Craven Berheley.'\ Seeing that these tilings are managed by politic^ 
parties who would have considerable control of money, do not you think tbatu 
you gave additional privileges to a voter who had been once objected to and had 
established his vote upon objections, that might lead to a system of friendly 
objection; that is, a political party serving their friends with objections for the 
very purpose of establishing their votes and preventing future objections to 
them? — 1 have never considered the probability of such a course being adopted, 
and therefore cannot say what the effect might be. 

883. Do not you see that if it were more difficult to object to a voter, after his 
vote had been once discussed and established, it would be for the benefit of 
party to serve friendly objections upon their own supporters in order to have 
their votes established upon those friendly objections ?— Yes, it would- 

884. Mr. C. Wood."] Would you at all alter the position of the voter, from the 
circumstance of a man being allowed to prove his own claim in the first instance . 
: — I do not know that I would. 

S85. Chairman.'] If it were open for two years for any body to question the 
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vote without making a deposit, would not that meet a very great majority of the T.C.S.Eynnersle;/, 
questionable cases?— I believe it would. Esq. 

886. So that the amount of deposit that ever could he required would only 
be in those few cases which might be open to question after being for two years 
liable to be questioned without deposit ? — Yes ; I think that would confine the 
objections pretty much to cases that ought to be enquired into. 

S87. Mr. C. WoodJ] Can you suggest any other amendment in the law ? — If 
any alteration is to be made, there is a very simple one which I would suggest, 
that where the notice is sent by post it should be imperative to add the post- 
town to the description ; at present you have merely to direct it according to 
the place of abode contained in the List. For example, here is George Marshall, 
of Ward End ; you would comply with the Act of Parliament, by merely putting 
the letter into the London Post-office directed “George Marshall, Ward End,” 
without putting anything more. 

888. Do you think it safe to leave the law as it is understood now to be, that 
putting a letter into the post-office should be conclusive evidence of the delivery 
to the party? — No; I think it should heprimd /hcie evidence only, and in the 
absence of proof to the contrary, it should be sufficient. 

889. How can the objector possibly know the post-town ? — I think the objector 
should take the trouble of finding it out. 

890. Chairman.} Do not you think that the person who objects should be 
presumed to have made some inquiry into the nature of the vote to which he 
objects ; and in the course of that inquiry would it be very difficult for him to 
ascertain the name of the post-town r — Certainly not. 

8yi. Mr. C. Wood.} Does the inquiry into the qualification in one parish 
give the slightest clue to the post-town of the residence in another ? — Certainly 
not ; but in this case, as in all other in which no parish is named in connexion 
with the place of abode, I should assume the place of abode to be in the same 
parish with the property. I assume, therefore, that Ward End is in Erdington, 
but Erdington is not a post-town. I think the party objecting to a voter who 
claims in respect of property in Erdington, should take the trouble to inquire 
what the post-town of Erdington is, and not put a letter into the post-office in 
London, directed to Erdington. 

892. If he is inquiring upon the spot into the validity of the qualification, 
would it be very difficult for him in general to inquire also upon the spot, what 
the usual address of the absent landlord is ? — He must be restricted to the place 
of abode described in the List ; the notice is to be addressed to him according 
to the place of abode described in the List. 

893. Would it be difficult for him to learn upon the spot what the post-town 
was of the place of abode where the claimant of the vote was to he found ? — 

Generally not : my objection applies not so much to persons living at a distance, 
as to persons living within the parish; living upon their own property. 

894. Mr. Adderle^.} Do not you think that the difficulty might be met in this 
way, by requiring the notices to be posted within the locality of the qualification, 
say within the county? — It would be a very great improvement if you were to 
restrict it either to the county or to the polling district. 

895. Mr. Stuart Wortley.} Seeing that tlie law requires that the voter shall 
specify his place of abode, would it be unreasonable to require that he should 
specify the post-town in bis description? — X do not know any objection to it, in 
the of persons living in the same parish, but that it would not be complied 
with ; the overseers would be perpetually leaving it out, and the parties them- 
selves would not do it. I think it is inexpedient to require the addition of 
anyming which is not absolutely necessary. In the case of non-residents, it 
laight be well to require the addition of the post-town. 

896. Mt. Milner Gibson.} Has not the last Registration Act of 6 Victoria, 

^ 18 , facilitated very materially the putting votes on the register?— I do 
sbir it has, except that it has dispensed with the payment of the 

^ 97 - Is not it a matter of couree now that any claim, if not objected to, appears 

pon the register and is in the list of voters ? — So it was before ; the only alter- 

lon made in that respect, that 1 am aware of, in tlie last Act was, that the 
P yment of the registration shilling was dispensed with on sending notice. 

G4 898. Then 
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B9S. Then at present there is unlimited facility of putting on new votes whether 
fictitious or real ? — Yes; there is. 

809. Then if there is this unlimited facility of putting on votes, do not you 
think it desirable that there should be an equal facility of objecting to votes'^-. 
No ; I do not see any reason at all for that. 

900. Supposing 1 , having property in North Staffordshire, stated that I had a 
rent-charge upon some estate which it would be very difficult to come at hy any 
inquiry, and that I sent in a claim, I should then appear upon that register of 
voters entitled to vote. Is there any thing that can remove me from that register 
but an objection, and making me substantiate my vote r — No ; not if it is suffi. 
ciently described : the last Act requires that the land should be distinctly speci- 
fied upon which the rent charge is laid. 

goi. If there were difficulties tlirown in the way of making objections under 
the present state of the law, would not that facilitate very much the keepingon 
the register fictitious votes ? — No doubt of it, if the difficulties extended to the 
use as well as to the abuse of the power of objecting. 

902. Have you any knowledge of the number of votes struck off at thekt 
revision for the 'Northern Division of Staffordshire?—! have spoken tliK 
morning to Mr. Passman, who was the conservative agent, I understand, at 
the last registration, and he tells me that the number of votes struck off was 
about 1 ,200. 

903. Mr. Stuart Wortley^ What was the number of objections ?— Mr. Pass- 
man will be examined as a witness ; but I believe the number of objections was 
about 2,200, and the number expunged was about 1 ,200. 

904. Mr. Milner Gihson^ In your experience, have you observed that there 
has been a system of putting on fictitious votes on the register, and allowing 
them to remain some time upon the list of voters ?— — No ; I do not know that I 
have. I was four or five years in South Shropshire ; I think I have been five 
or six years in Monmouthshire ; I was two years in West Gloucestershire, and 
I think I have never seen anything like a system of putting on fictitious votes 
in any county. 

905. Mr. C. Wood.'] Have any of those counties been strongly contested?- 
West Gloucestershire was very strongly contested the first two years, and there 
was a question there about the right of the squatters in the Forest of Dean to 
vote, and there were a great number of objections made ; the foresters were all 
objected to, and then by way of retaliation the party who supported the foresters 
objected to almost the W'hole of the opposite party indiscriminately. 

906. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Under the present law, do you think it easy for an 
unprofessional person to make out a claim to vote? — "Yes; I see no difficulty 
in it ; I know, in point of fact, from the way in which they are made out, that 
a great many are made out by unprofessional persons. 

907. Has not it come within your knowledge frequently that qualification? 
have been wrongly, though not intentionally so, described? — Yes, constantly s 
for instance, a very common thing is, when a man claims in respect of an 
occupation of 50 /. a year, he will merely put “tenant” or “farmer” instead 
of “ house and land as occupier but I don’t know that any practical incon- 
venience arises from such a mode of description, except to the revising barrister, 
who easily understands what is meant, and puts the qualification in a proper 
form. 

908. Do you happen to recollect the number of different sorts of qualification 
to entitle a person to vote for the county? — I can easily state them j freeholders, 
copyholders, leaseholders and occupiers. 

909. Each of those classes is subject to divisions and exceptions, is it 

A freehold is not subject to any division in general ; any freeholder of 40 i- a 
year is entitled, whether it be a freehold of inheritance or not. 



910. Forty shillings a year above all rents and charges ? — Yes. . , 

911. In describing the legality of a qualification, would not an unprofession 
person be likely to fall into some error ? — In some cases he might, no doubt. 

9^2. Is not it the case, then, that such errors lead to the disputing of vo 
and to objections being made which are considered by the voters to 
tious? — Yes; but I answer that by a reference to an answer I 
about the power of the barrister to correct imperfect descriptions whic 
objected to. I do not admit that any man has a right to object to ano 
merely because his claim is informal. 
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giq. But the voter complains of being called into the revising barrister’s 

court, and put to expense and trouble in order to have his vote amended? No 

doubt of it, 

914. Does not the necessity for that amendment arise from the difficulty in 
describing in a legal manner the qualification which the voter has ? — That difficulty 
very seldom occurs, because the general description of votes of illiterate persons 
and persons in the lower condition of life is as simple as possible ; it is almost 
alvays either “ freehold land” or “ copyhold house and land,” without any diffi- 
colty of description. 

915. For instance, one qualification is “ for life or lives of the yearly value of 
40 i. above rents and charges, occupied by such freeholders, or although not 
occupied, which would have entitled them to vote on the 7th of June 1832 or 
acquired after that time by marriage, devise or by promotion to a benefice or 
office” ?-The first part of that sentence might certainly have occasioned some 
little difficulty on the first registration after the passing of the Reform Act but 
it can seldom do so now. The last part is intended for such an office as either 
parish-clerk or clergyman. 

916. Would a clergyman receiving an annual stipend for preaching in the 
parish be entitled to vote if the stipend amounted to40s. r— Not unless the 
stipend arose from land. 

917. Are yon not of opinion that the remedy for ah this system of vexatious 
objections is to be found in simplifying the franchise ?■ -I do not know how you 
can simplify the franchise without throwing the door open to a great deal of 
fraud and to the introduction of a great many fictitious voters ; I do not see any 
practical inconvenience in the present system, so far as the question of the 
description of qualification applies. 

918. Do you think that the system of objections which is now pursued, and 
which is complained of in North Staffordshire as vexatious, ought to be’ pre- 
vented by some new enactment r— There is no question that it ought to be reme- 
died ; something ought to be done to prevent its recurrence, because the incon- 
venience is very great, but how it is to be done I do not know. 

919. Are you of opinion that a remedy might not be found in the simplifica- 
tion of the franchise?— I think that would only he an attempt to remove one 
evil by the introduction of another, for if you simplify the qualification as you 
propose, you would have a great number of fictitious votes introduced 1 you 
would have a great number of improper persons qualified to vote. 

920. Is there not less chance of fictitious votes being introduced upon a simple 
franchise, than where there are a great number of different sorts of franchise, which 
arc very difficult to distinguish the one from the other ; if there were one simple 
franchise which was easily ascertained and easily understood, would it not be more 
difficult to introduce fictitious votes than where there are so many refined dis- 
tinctions r— Certainly ; if you gave every man a vote, you would have no fictitious 
votes. 

921. Is it not practicable so far to simplify the franchise, as to lessen the 
system of vexatious objections ?— I do not know how you can simplify it except 
by extending it to everybody. 

922. Do you think it would be advisable to have a larger extension of the 
franchise?— I do not think so, but that is a matter of opinion. 

9^3* Do you think that the present law of registration is working well under 
the present franchise ? — Yes, I think it is ; I do not see anv inconvenience in. it, 
except from the troublesome objections which ai e made without any ground. 

924. Are you cognizant of a petition which has been presented from North 
btatfordshire ? — I am. 

925- Did you sign that petition ? — I did not. 

926. Do you appear upon the List of Voters? — I do; my vote was objected 
to, and It ought to have been expunged. 

927* Why was not it expunged ? — Because there was a mistake in the notice 

Objection which the revising barrister thought fatal to it ; I made no objection 
anr? ^ notice of it, I had changed my place of abode, 

4 V niy qualification, which was that of an occupier; I had forgotten 
freehold; I was objected to, and very properly, in so far, but 
to my name remaining upon the Woodseat List of Voters, 
wnc f , , I^ocester List of Voters, which was a mere matter of form, but it 

was tatal to the objection. 

H 928. If 
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928. If that notice had been regular, your name would have been expunged! 
— It would. 

929. Would not you have complained of that as a vexatious proceeding!- 
No ; cei'tainlv not, 

030. Mr. Atiderley.'] Did not that objection show that the man was ignorant 
of the locality ?— I can hai’dly tell ; it was a mere clerical error, but judging from 
the other cases, I doubt whether he had made any inquiries about my qualifica. 

’ 1 . Chairman.] You are cognizant of a great proportion of the objections 
made in your district? — I can only say, from what I have heard of the pro- 
ceedings, that I am the only one that ought to have been objected to on the list. 

032. Were there any number of questionable cases as to rent-charges or joint 
occupiers ?— I do not think there was a single name, except my own, that ought 
to have been objected to, or about which there was the least doubt. 

033. Mr. Milner Oibsm.] Of course your knowledge of other eases is not so 
accurate as of your own?— Of course not. A number of voters were objected to 
as to w'hich there was not a pretence for an objection to them. A great number 
who did not appear, and whose names were expunged, I know to be good 

voters. . . . , . . , , , 

034. Mr. JValfole.] From your experience as a revising barrister, what are the 

principal grounds of objection which are raised before you when the voter ap. 
pears ?— Absence of qualification, that it is not a freehold, or that the rent is not 
50 /. a-year. The objections in almost all cases in my own experience have 
been bend jide objections. , , . 

935. They have not been objections on tbe ground that the number is not put 
w the house’?— Certainly not. In Cheltenham, which I had ia addition to Mon- 
mouthshire, a great number of objections, I was told, had been made to parties 
upon the ground that the numbers were not added, and before I got there, they 
had all been withdravm upon each side, so that I never had the question raised. 

936. Mr. Adclerley.] You consider that the kind of objections made last year 
by the League are a totally new system of objection?— I think so. 



to 



' 037 Mr Hodsson Hinde.] Is not there an opportunity of putting fictitious 

? ; J, itl.c 0 rterlamlv; hilt 



votes upon the register, as regards annuities and rent-charges ? — Certainly ; 
that has been very much remedied by the last Act of Parliament, because under 

It 1 1 ji -1. i-T.:-. r\( tlvolact r*r«lnmn “ StTCCtj 



the old Act in this Schedule (No. 3 ), the heading of the last column is 
Laueor other like place in this Parish (or township), and Number of House or 



Name of the Property, or Name of the Tenant,” without any reference to rent- 
_i A M u “ or if the qualification consist of a rent-charge, 



charges ; but in the new Act it is ‘ ^ . . 

then the names of the Owners of the Property out of which such Rent is 



issuing, or some of them, and the situation of the Property.” 

938. Do not you think that it might be deshable to revert to the old security, 
which existed previously to the passing of the Reform Act, of requiring 
granting the rent-charge to be enrolled with the clerk of the peace? — I think it 
might be desirable to return, to that. 

939* Ho you see any objection, upon any ground, to return to that ? — i do not 
see the least objection ; I do not know what fee is payable. I would not clog it 
with any expense. c* •; 

040. Mr. You say that the system you observed in 

shire of these wholesale objections, is different from that of wliich you have had 
experience in those districts where you yourself have revised ? — Yes ; I never 
saw anything like the system of those objections before, except in the second year 
after the passing of the Reform Bill, in West Gloucestershire, where almost eve^ 



one was objected to on one side. The Dean foresters, of whoirL there 



great numbers, some thousands, had claimed votes, and they were , 

be all of the same politics. Their right to vote was very questionable, and ej 
were properly objected to ; in fact the greater part of them were expunged 
hearing. But almost every voter on the opposite side was objected ^ 

of retaliation, as I said before, and generally without the least ground for • 

94 [. How was the registration conducted in the counties which you your 
revised ; was it by local societies?— By local societies. _ , . j 

942. Mr. Cra’vcn Berkeley.] Was it so in West Gloucestershire?— I 

that it was, in the first or second year when 1 was there. ’ ^ tUnow 

943. Mr. Stuart fVortley.] How was it conducted afterwards ? — I do not' 

1 was only there two years. 
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944. Was there, at any time, any interference by any -society at a distance r — S.Ki/»aers!ey, 
Certainly not ; at least I never heard of any. 

945. Mr. Crave7i Berkeley.'] How many years have you acted as revising bar- 
ristef?— Since the first year. 

946. You think that, upon the whole, this last Act works tolerably well, with 
the exception of its opening a door to this wholesale system of objecting to 
votes?— Yes, I think so. 

947. Mr. C. Wood-] Do not you apprehend that a number of those points, 
upon which barristers differ, will be ultimately set right when a greater number 
of decisions have been settled by a court of appeal ? — Yes ; I do not know that 
there are many upon which the barristers differ. 

948. The costs do not come before the court of appeal ?— No. 

049. Mr. Stuart Worthy.] Are you not of opinion that, independently of the 
stable, a voter would have a right of action, as the law at present stands, 
against any person who made an objection to his vote without probable cause ? — 

I should doubt whether he would, as there is a remedy given by the statute ; 

1 remember that, under the old system, when there were no costs given, there 
have been frequent threats of actions, but I never heard of one being brought. 

9.50. Are you not of opinion that one might be brought ? — I should doubt it 
very much. 

951. Do you think it would be of any service to give a facility of recovering 
costs in such cases, adequate to the annoyance and loss of time, either in the local 
courts, or by some cheap process, wholly independently of the Act ? — I think it 
seems a simple process to leave it in the discretion of the revising barrister, with the 
means of recovery given by the Act. 

955. You think it a simpler method to leave all the matters of costs to their 
decision, than to give an easier remedy by way of damages ? — Yes. 

953. Mr. Walpole.] Are there any means of recovering costs by the Act? 

—Yes, there are ; by distress ; by the 71st section, in case any sum of money by 
any order of any revising barrister is not paid according to the terms of the 
order, it shall be law'ful for any justice of peace, upon proof before him that 
a true copy has been served upon the party, to issue a warrant for its reco- 
very. 

954. Mr. Stuart Worthy.] Where the objector is a man of straw, the power 
to give costs before the barrister is perfectly futile, is not it ? — Except in this 
respect, that till the costs are paid in the first case in which they are ordered, he 
cannot proceed to other objections. 

955. Mr. Adderley.] If the man is there? — Yes. 

956. Mr. Stuart Worthy.] Upon what do you found the power of the bar- 
rister to refuse to hear another objection till the costs are paid in the first case ? — 

It is the 46th section, “Provided also, that whenever any revising barrister shall 
have made any such order for the payment of any sum of money for costs by 
any person who shall have made any objection as aforesaid, it shall not be lawful 
for the said barrister to hear or admit proof of any other objection or notice of 
objection made or signed by the same person, until the sum of money so ordered 
to be paid by him for costs be paid to the person entitled to receive the same, 
or deposited in the hands of the said barrister in court, for the use of the person 
60 entitled.” 

957. Mr. Milner Gibson.] What was the case wiUi respect to costs before the 
last Registration Act ? —There were no costs allowed at all. 

958* Did this system of objecting to votes go on when there were no costs ? — 

The only instance which I can remember of any thing like a system of objection 
was in West Gloucestershire. 

959- The question refers to North Staffordshire? — Certainly not. 

960. Then the objections have increased, since the liabilities in cases of bad 
objections have increased ? — As a matter of fact they have increased since that, 
tut I do not know how you can connect the two. 

961. Mr. Stuart Worthy.] Supposing 500 voters to have been objected to 
ty some person, and all of them to be in attendance, then, upon the first ob- 
jection being decided against tlie objector, of course costs should he paid ; but 
supposing that objector then, to withdraw all the other objections, have the other 
499 persons any remedy whatever for costs ? — I do not know that he would be 
at liberty to withdraw the objections, if he has brought them there. 

962. Supposing the objector to he entitled not to appear, and to withdraw his 

0.41. g; 2 objections. 
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objections, is there then any remedy in respect of costs for the other 499 persons 
•who have attended to defend their votes? — No. 

963. Do you not think it might be an advantage if facility were given to recover 
coropensation against persons who have given them that trouble, either by action 
in the local courts, or by some other means? — In that case the requiring a 
deposit would be of great use. 

964. Supposing the suggestion of a deposit not to be adopted, do you not think 
it would he desirable to give facilities for recovering compensation adequate to 
the expense and loss of time incurred ?— Yes ; if the plan of a deposit were not 
adopted, 1 think the other system would be of great use. 

965. In case of a man of straw being put forward by a person at a distance, 
would it be a check to that system if the right of recovery were given to the 
person against not only the objector himself, but any person procuring another to 
object without probable cause ?~There would be great difficulty in brining it 
home to any party ; to establish a sort of conspiracy. 

966. Supposing a man of straw signed 500 objections, and there appears to be 
no ground of objection, and he refers you to a third party in Lancashire, Tfho 
immediately writes you a letter, and tells you that he is the person who caused the 
objection to be made in that case, would there be any difficulty in proceeding 
ag ain st that person who procured the objection to be made ? — No. 

967. Do you think that the right to recover compensation by a cheap and 
easy means would tend to meet that system? — 1 think it might. 

968. Is there not a power given by the common law to any person to recover 
damages for having been put to inconvenience without reason or probable cause, 
as for instance, upon false imprisonment ? — Certainly there is. 

969. Mr. Bankes.'] Supposing the principle of deposit to he adopted, with whom 
and at what time would you suggest that the deposit should be lodged?— At the 
time of serving the notice of objection, a duplicate might be sent to the clerk of 
the peace, he is the proper recognised officer, or it might be to the overseer 
of the parish. 

970. Do you consider that it would be a good plan that all notices of objection 
should be transmitted to the overseer of the parish from which the names of the 
voters had been transmitted ?— That is done now. The notice of an objection ia 
all oases is given to the party, and also to the overseer. 

971. Mr. Milner Gibson.] And to the occupying tenant too? — Yes; it must 
he given to the freeholder objected to, to his occupying tenant if he has one, and 
to the overseer. They are not duplicates exactly : the notice to the overseer 
is different from that given to the party ; it says, “ I object to the name of John 
Smith” instead of to “ your name.” 

972. Mr. Craven Berkeley^ Do you consider that it would he a good plan 
that the overseer to whom the notice is given, should be responsible for trans- 
mitting that notice to the party who is objected to ?— I do not think that that 
would be advisable, unless you could be sure of having an overseer who was well 
qualified to discharge his duty in such cases ; it would not be advisable to entrust 
much more to overseers in country parishes than they have at present to do. 

973. You give that answer with reference to the qualification of the easting 
overseers ?— Yes ; you cannot trust too little to the overseers in country parish®; 
they will not do their duty ; they do not understand it. 

074. Is it at present the duty of the overseers to make lists of all objected 
votes, not only of those which they object to themselves, but of those who are 
included in notices served by other parties? — Yes; he is required to do so, 
and generally does. I remember a curious case of omission in Gloucestershire, 
in a little parish on the Severn. The first year the overseer, instead of making 
out the list and putting it on the church-door, nailed the whole of the notices on 
the church-door, and covered the church-door with them; every vote in tne 
parish was objected to, and he nailed the notices of objection upon the ciai^ 
and sent the whole to me, and I made out the list myself ; the Ust ought to be 
made out by the overseer. 

975. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Has not the present Act of the sixth and seven 
of Victoria, chap. 18 , facilitated the serving of objections by enabling 
object through the post ; but at the same time has not it also increased tb 
liability of persons making frivolous objections by giving the revising barns 
the power of giving costs in those cases ? — It has. . c„ 
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976. So that while on the one hand it has facilitated objections, on the other I.c. S.Kmncnla 

hand it has discouraged frivolous objections ? — It has. ' Esq. ’ 

977. Chairman.] Has the present system of giving costs by the revising bar- — 

rister been much of a check against frivolous objections ? — I should think it has ; “I 

but as far as my experience goes I have had very few objections since the Act 
was passed, and in North Staffordshire these objections were made notwithstanding 
the liability to costs. 

978. The amount of costs altogether in North Staffordshire was exceedingly 
trifling?— So I heard. 

979. The only case in which costs were given you stated to be a shilling to a 
blacksmith? — That was the only one that I saw. 

gSo, So that that check has not been very strongly felt in that district? — So it 
appears. 

98 i. Have you observed cases where costs were refused in consequence of a 
misdescription, where that misdescription arose from the decision of the previous 
revising barrister himself? — Not from the decision of the revising barrister, but 
he had left the register in an imperfect state, and that was made an excuse for 
•withholding costs afterwards ; I heard of a case of the sort referred to in the 
question where a former revising barrister had struck out the full description. 

982. Mr. C. Wood.] Do you think it possible to make the registration of voters 
more a matter of official duty by the overseers of parishes, or any other persons 
than it is now r — I think, by having properly qualified overseers in all cases, that 
would take it very much out of the hands of the parties. 

983. Do you think it possible, in country parishes, to find properly qualified 
overseers ? — I think so, by having paid overseers. 

984. Could that be done in country parishes to any great extent ? — I know 
many small parishes in Monmouthshire, where 1 see the same faces year after 
year, competent men ; they have some other office : there is one man I know in 
the parish of Bedwellty, which is near Newport, a very intelligent man, who 
comes year after year as assistant overseer, and there the list is kept in the most 
perfect order, containing a great number of names. 

985. Do you think it would be possible to substitute any other person for 
the overseer of the parish? — Yes, I think you might. 

986. What would you suggest?— I hardly know whether small parishes could 
afford to have an assistant overseer whom you could entrust it to. 

987. Mr. Bankes.'] Do you think that the clerks of the magistrates of divisions 
could be in any way brought into operation with these notices, and the proposed 
deposits as a superior class of people to the overseers of parishes ? — I think not ; 
they are generally attornies, and most likely would be politically engaged j 
■wherever there is an assistant-overseer, he generally keeps the register in very 
good order, if he is told that he must do it. 

988. Mr. Craven Berkeley^ You have the power of fining overseers? — Yes; 
but ffie only case in which I have ever had occasion to fine them is, for not 
sending the lists, and for not attending to have them revised. 

989. Mr. Stuart JVortley.'] Are the lists pretty well made out generally? — In 
large pmshes they are pretty well made out, but in small parishes they often 
persist in sending the same lists over and over again, with all the inaccuracies 
retained; they had a great many lists printed at first, and they will not be at the 
expense of getting new ones ; the last Act, however, has produced a great im- 
provement in this respect, as a correct list is now sent by the clerk of the peace 
to each parish. 



Mr. Wiliiam Taylor Smith, Examined. 



990- Chairman.] WHERE do you reside ? — At BreretonLodge, near Rugeley. 
991* What connexion have you had with the registration of North Stafford- 
suire ? I have been agent to the Abbots Bromley district. 

You were cognizant of a good many objections made on the part of 
^ r. Davenport at the last registration in your polling district ? — I was. 
lumy^* number of those objections ? — I cannot positively say how 

— I should say from 70 to 100, perhaps, in the district. 
995- what was the number of votes in the district ? — I think about 470 odd: 



H 3 



996. In 
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996. In. your own parish, what was the number objected to ? — I do not reside 

in that division. , r 1 

997. Mr. Adderley:] Can you speak to the number of objections that were 

made to voters in the parish of Bromley Regis ?— I think all, but three or four, 
were objected to. ^ , 

998. You know that alUhe votes in that parish were objected to, except thiee 

or four?”"Yes- 

qgg. How many votes are there in the parish ?— About 3G. 

1 000. Then there were at least 32 objections to those 30 voters ?— Tliere were; 
all but four were objected to. 

tool. How many of those objections were substantiated ?— A great number, 
but I cannot say how many, owing to the non-attendance of the parties. 

1002. Canyon state at all the proportion of votes that were struck 
should think at least one-half. 

1003. Upon what grounds were they struck off? — Merely that they were not 
there to support their claim. 

1004. Of those who were struck off for non-appearance, can you speak to 
the goodness of such votes ?— I do not believe there were two bad votes upoe 

*'''^1005 Will you mention one or two notoriously good ones ’—There is Mr. 
Lane the lord of the manor, and the owner of a great part of the parish, and his 
uncle, Mr. John Lane, was objected to, who is master of the Goldsmith’s Com- 

Ti RTi y bcro 

1006 Any one else ?— The Rev. Mr. Wilson was objected to. 

1007 According to your belief, out of those 18 votes that were struck off, 
how many do you suppose were really good votes ?— I believe neaidy every one of 

^^^1008. Are you aware of any one that was not a good vote ?— No ; I do not 
helieVe there were three votes upon the whole list which were not perfectly good. 

1009. Who were those objections signed by? — Nathan Davenport, all that 

I saw. . , , . , , 

1010. Has ‘Nathan Davenport any connexion with that parish, or was he a man 
likely to have a knowledge of it? — None whatever. 

1011. What is Nathan Davenport?— I do not know; he is described as 
residing in the parish of Leek. 

1012. Did he appear at the registration court?— He did not. 

1013. Mr. C. Wood.] Who appeared on the part of the objector?— Three 
gentlemen appeared on behalf of the Anti-Corn Law League; they said so. 

1014. Mr. Walpole.] What were their names?— I do not know their names; 

I never asked them. ^ r , a *• r 

1015. Chairman:] They said that they appeared on behalf of the Anti-Lora 

Law League?— They did. . , •, i • . 9 

1016. Mr. Adderley:] None of those cases were argued before the barrister. 

10%. Upon what ground did it appear that the objections were niade?-- 
Whenever a party appeared in the room to substantiate his claim, I merely asked 
him whether he retained the qualification described in the list, and there was an 

end of the matter. 1 v r,i 

1018. Did it appear that the objections were made entirely at hapbazara. 
except in so far as their political opinions are known?— They were nearly au 
Conservatives. 

1019. Are you aware of any steps taken to investigate the validity 01 mus- 

votes ? — Not at all. _ ^ , • • • ^ ciimit 

1020. Did you ever see any one come into the district to make inquiries 
the voters ?— I did not personally, but I know other parties who did. 

1021. What questions did these parties generally put?— Asking how m J 

Conservatives, or how many free trade men would be residing in the 

1022. Are you aware of those men having ever put any questions, 
that their object was to purify the register upon the merits of the voi 
j^o. 

1023. The simple question was the politics of the voters? — ^The pohhcs. 

1024. Have you ever heard of a person of that description having 
down to make a certain round number of objections within a certain distnc ■ 

1025. M'- 



uuTtu vw luan-o a '--'•j — — 

Yes, iu the parish of Y oxhall, I heard that they did. 
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1025. Mr. Milner Gibson.'] Can you speak to it from your own knowledge ? Uu IV. T. Smith. 

‘ — I have it in the handwriting of the party, and I had it also from the party 

who overheard the conversation ; the party told me what he had heard. 07 March \ 346. 

1026. Where was it? — In the road, at Yoxhall. I can speak to the man’s 
handwriting ; I have his letter to me in my pocket. 

1027. He wrote to you to say, that he heard somebody else say so? — That he 
heard the party say so. 

1028. Mr. Stuart Worlley.] Have you any objection to produce the letter ? — 

None whatever. 

[The Witness produced the Letter.] 

1029. What is the name of that person? — Thomas Ingrain, the overseer of 
Yoxhall. 

1030. Mr. Adderley.] In how many cases were costs allowed in Bromley Regis 
parish?— Only one. 

1031. Upon what ground were the costs refused ?— If the description might 
be amended, for instance, by putting “ occupying tenant,” or if it could be 
altered in any part, the costs were not allowed. In the one that I speak of, 
more particularly Mr. WTlson’s, the costs there were refused, because the party 
objected to, in answer to a question from the court as to what he had done with 
his notice, said, “ Of course I put it into the fire.” The party, after receiving 
notice of the objection, threw it into the fire; he attended the court, and his 
costs were refused, because he had burnt tlie notice. 

1032. Do you consider the refusal of costs to express much opinion upon the 
part of the barrister as to the propriety of the objection? — No, I do not. 

1033. Mr. Craven Berkeley.] What was the amount of costs that was allowed 
in the one instance, where costs were allowed ?— There was not one in this list ; 
there was one in Hempstead Ridwell. 

1034. Mr. Milner Gibson^ You reside in the parish of Rudgeley? — I do. 

1035. Were you present at the last revision in that parish?— I was. Rudgeley 
is not in the division of the county we are now investigating. 

1036. But you were present at the revision in the parish of Rudgeley? — 

I V as. 

1037. Were you engaged in defending votes that were objected to ? — I was. 

1038. Did the revising barrister make any remark as to the mode in which 
the objections had been got up? — None whatever, that I recollect. 

1039. Were you present in court all the timer— I was. 

1 040. Will you undertake to say that the revising barrister did not make any 
remark openly in the court at Rudgeley, as to the manner in which the League 
had made the objections ? — I do not recollect that he did, 

1041. Could he have made a remark as to the mode in which the objections 
had been got up without its being in your hearing? — 1 do not think he 
could. 

1042. Will you undertake to say that be did not express an opinion in open 
court as to the manner in which the objections had been got up ? — No ; but I 
have not the slightest recollection of it. 

1043. You say he could not have made any such remark except in your 
hearing ? — No ; I was close to him. 

1044. Will you undertake to say that he did not give an opinion? — I will not 
undertake to say whether he did or not ; if you will refresh my memory I will 
try to answer it. 

104, Will you undertake to say that the revising barrister did not declare 
that he thought the counties were highly indebted to the League for having made 
the objections? — I never heard that expression certainly. 

1046. Will you undertake to say that he gave no opinion as to the manner in 
which the objections had been got up ? — I have no recollection of it whatever. 

^047. Mr. Adderley.] Is it your opinion that the consequence of those objec- 
tions has been to purify the register ? — Quite the reverse. 

1048. Then you consider thht these patriotic gentlemen have been eminently 
successful in tbeir intentions ? — Decidedly. 

1049. Mr. Craven Berkeley.] Did most of the objections fail in the parish to 
^ich you allude ? — Most of them failed ; I think we lost but two there, and 
there the parties were abroad, and could not prove their votes. 

J 050 . Mr. Adderley^ In this parish of Bromley Regis, in which every voter 
0 41, H 4 
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was objected to except tliree, none were struck off except for non-attendance?— 
Every one tbat attended substantiated his claim. 

1051. Mr. Craven Berkeley Do you know how many were struck off for oon 

attendance r~Nearly half. 

1052. Mr. Wortley.'] What was the nature of the objection that was ureed 

when they appeared ? — None whatever. ° 

1053. Chairman.'] The objector himself did not appear, and no objection was 
made against the parties who actually appeared ? — None whatever. 

10.54. Mr. Stuart 'Wortley.] They got no costs ? — They got no costs ; if tte 
description could be amended in any form, the barrister thought that he was not 
entitled to give costs. 

1055. Then amendments were made?— For instance, where it was “occn- 
pation of land,” he might consider it requisite to add the word “ self,” or some- 
thing of that description. 

1056. Ml. Stuart JVortley.] Did any body appear for the objection? — Three 
gentlemen appeared. 

1057. Did they ask any question when the voter appeared ? — None at all. 

1058. Blit in some cases they suggested an alteration ? — ^They did not do that- 
the barrister did that. 

1059. Mr. C. Wood.] Were they called upon hy the barrister to substantiate 
the objection which had been made? — The party was called upon to prove bis 
qualification, and that being done, there was an end of it. 

1060. Was there any application made for costs on the part of the persons 
that substantiated their claims ? — Yes ; Mr. Wilson, a clergyman, made an appli- 
cation, and it was refused, because he could not produce his notice of objection, 
having burnt it. 

1 06 ! . Do you recollect any other case in which application was made for costs 
by parties who substantiated their votes ? — No ; I have no memoranda of it, 

1062. Chairman.] Did you apply yourself for costs on behalf of the parties:— 
Yes ; whenever I considered they were entitled to costs 1 applied. 

] 065. And you were refused r — Yes. 

1064. Mr. Stuart Wortley,] — Upon the ground that there was some aifiend- 
ment made in the description ? — Some little alteration made in the description. 

1065. But you say that the amendment was made by the bfu’rister, and not by 
the objector? — Yes. 

ic66. Wlio appeared on behalf of the objectors? — I do not knowj Mr. 
Williams was one. 



1067. Was it stated openly in court on whose behalf he appeared?— Yes; it 
was stated in answer to questions, that he appeared on behalf of the League. 

106s. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Were you connected with any society? — I was at 
that period. 

1 069. What society ?— The Conservative Association. 

1070. You appeared to defend the votes of all Conservatives, whether they 
were good or bad? — No, I never did. 

107:. You would not defend a bad vote ? — I would not, and I believe I never 
did. 

1072. Chairman.] How long have you been engaged in the registration courts? 
— Ever since the passing of the Reform Bill. 

1073. Have you ever served notices of objections to votes?— Yes. 

1074. Have you served them after the investigation of the qualifications?—! 
have ; in almost every instance they have been signed by my own name, and I 
have written in pencil under my signature, “ This notice will be withdrawn if yo“ 



can prove to me your qualification.” 

1 075 . But you have not served notices without previous investigation into the 
nature of the qualification ?— Never ; for the last three years I can say positively 
that I have not made a single objection that T have not substantiated. 

1076. Mr. Craven Berkeley.] What Conservative Association was it that you 
belonged to ? — The North Staffordshire Conservative Association. 

J077. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Were you a sort of objector-general for that 
association ? — I never laid claim to that title, nor was it ever applied to me. 

1078. You objected to a number of votes? — I objected to very few. 

1079. How many objections in any one year have you made?— At the 
commencement, I cannot tell how many, for there were a great many bad . votes 
upon the register ; but latterly not more than six or seven. 

1080. When 
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loSo. VTien was the commeiiceraeEt ? — After the passing oftlie ReformBill. 

108 1. For how many years after the passing of the Reform BUI did you go on 
objecting ? — Every year ; but the number has gradually decreased ; I think last 
vear I made but four in the nine parishes which were unsubstantiated. 

1082. During the first year after the Reform Bill, did you make any objections r 
—Yes. 

1083. How many ?— I cannot say ; it is so long ago. 

1054. Chairman.] What is about the greatest number of objections you ever 
made ? — Certainly never more than 30 or 40, perhaps, in the nine pai-ishes. 

1055. Out of what number of voters? — Four hundred and seventyto 500. 

1086. Were those upon qualification or misdescription? — Qualification; Ido 
nottliink I ever objected to one for misdescription. 

1087. Mr. Milner Gibson.] How many did you strike off? — I should say 
always more than two-thirds of those objected to. 

1088. Were you paid for objecting ? — No. 

1089. Mr. Wa.J'pole^ Have you ever turned your mind to consider whether 
any improvement could be made iu the registration law ? — I certainly have. 

1090. Do you think it can be improved in, any respect? — I am certain that it 
can be. 

/OQK In what respect? — In the very publishing the list. I do not think that 
the publication of the list ought to he confided to the parish overseers. 

1092. For what reason ?— Because they are generally men of not much 
education in agricultural districts, and being only in office one year, the man 
is perfectly ignorant when he enters upon the office of the duties which he 
has to perforin. 

1093. To whom would you give the duty of publishing the list? — Whenever 
there is a paid parish officer I have invariably found that the duties have been 
well performed. 

1094. And you would give it to that paid officer ? — Yes. 

1095. Where there is not a paid officer, to whom would yougive it? — I would 
have a person paid, or confide it to an individual who would always have the 
duty to perform. 

1096. Mr. Stuart Worthy?^ You say that where the overseer has been paid, 
you have invariably found the duty well performed ? — Exactly, because he has 
learnt the duty. 

1097. Have you ever found them to be sw^ayed by political partiality, and that 
they l^ve made up the list imperfectly? — No, I have not. 

1098. Mr. Walpole!] Have you any other suggestion to malce? — None with 
reference to publication. 

logg. Any with reference to costs ? — I am not in a situation to give an opinion 
as to that, although I think a great alteration might be made. 

uoo. lAv. Stuart JVortley!] Do you think that upon further reflection you 
would have any suggestions to make to the committee with respect to costs ? — 
At present the award of costs appears to me to be a mere farce, because the 
clause giving the power of awarding costs is worded so loosely that it is very 
rarely indeed exercised. 

1101. By “ worded loosely,” do you mean that the discretion is too wide ? — 
Too wide to the barrister. 

1102. Wv. Milner Gibson.] There used to be no costs at all when you used to 
object after the Reform Bill ?~None. 



Mr. Charles Bradford Passman, Examined. 

1 103. Chairman.] YOU are a solicitor? — Yes, at Stafford. 

H04. What has been your connexion with the registration of North Staf- 
fordshire last year? — Attending the revising barrister throughout the circuit. 

*105. Can you inform the Committee what number of objections were made ? — 
As near as I can say, the whole were 2,000, very nearly, something more than 1,800. 

1106. Upon one side? — Yes. 

1107. What proportion of the whole number of voters is that ? — That would he 
about a fifth of the whole number ; there are 10,050 upon the register. 

1108. Mr. Adderley.] Were there not more than 2,000 objections? — There 
were altogether 2,300 or 2,400 for the whole division. 

1 109. You mean that there were 1,800 to 2,000 signed by one man ? — Yes. 

0.41. I 11 to. What 
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nio 'What number of objections were made on the other side?— The whole 
objections on the Rart of the Conservatrees did not exceed 100, from 60 

A™'. Mr. Craven Berkeky.] Did you attend there for the Conserratives ?- 

^ Ati2. You were employed by them?-I was employed by them to go the 

Mr Stuart Wortley.'] Is there a county association ? -There is. 

11)4 Mr Milner Gibsml] You said that from 1,800 to 2,000 were signed 
by one person ?— I will not say all of them. There were some signed by a man 
of the nine of Orlando Bonsall, but they did not exceed 30 out of the number. 

11 15. What do you call the League objections ’—Signed by Orlando Bonsall 

and Nathan Davenport. , rn. , n ^ 

in 6. How many were signed by Nathan Davenport, ihe bulk of them, 
with the exception of those signed by Orlando Bonsall, which were not more 

Then do you say that there were upwards of 2,000 signed hy Davenpoil! 
—I sho’uld say that from 1 ,800 to 2,000 were signed by Davenport. 

1 1 1 8. How many of those votes objected to were struck off the register ?— 
As near as can be calculated from 800 to 1,000. 

1110 Chairman.'] Of those how many were for non-attendance, and how maay 
upon an investigation of the quahfication ? -I t is impossible to state that correctly. 
The majority were struck off for non-attendance decidedly. 

1120. Of those who attended, can you say how many were struck offf-Of 

those who attended the bulk were retained. .■ u ■ , 

1121. Did the objection seem to rest upon any particular questionable point 

of franchise ? — None at all. .. j • • it 

1122 Such as anything in the nature of a rent-charge granted issuing out of 
land ?— Nothing of the sort. The objections appear to have been made at hap- 
hazard; and in nine cases out of ten when the voter has proved his pniM/acie 
case, the parties who attended to substantiate tbe objections said notbmg-tliey 
had not a word to say. But if a remark was made as to the qualification, as to 
the least omission in the world, they took hold of the omission and an dteration 
was made, and the vote retained, subject to the alteration, but that precluded the 
parties from asking for their expenses. , „ , i „„ 

11 2d. Mr. Stuart Worlletj.] You say “if a remark was made —bywliom- 

by the barrister ?— By the revising barrister. 

1124. Mr. Milner Oibson.] In how many of those cases were costs pvent 
Throughout the whole of the Northern Division the costs given did not amoiin 

*^"1125. Out of those 2,000 objections there were only 5 1 . given “ 

5 1 . ; but that is easily explained. I’here were various ways in whicb 
protected from paying costs ; for instance, if tliere was the most trmmg 
tion on the register, the barrister decided that he could not award cos . 
example : here is a qualification described here as being at Knighton, an i 
not state that it was in his own occupation, and the word “ sell ’ 

The barrister retained the vote, but he decided that the alteration was ® , , 

to preclude his granting expenses. So that in this case where the par Y ^ ’ 

when the objector saw him in the court to substantiate his vote, he wi 
notice. The barrister then said he could not go into it kp„nw 

objection before him. I applied for costs, and he said, no, he could no 
cognkance of it, because there was no notice of objection before hmi. 

1126. Chairmafi^ So that the more unquestionable tbe vote was, 

chance a man had of his costs? — Quite so. . -p cue- 

1127. Mr. Stuart Worthy.'] Generally those trifling alterations 

gested you say by the barrister, not by the parties who objected ? Lert J ^ 
by the objectors ; but they made a point of getting hold of the registe , 
they saw the same objection arise, they always took hold of it. 

1128. Did it appear to you that the notices had been originally 

the ground of those trifling inaccuracies, and that those inaccuraci 
brought forward in any instances by the objector ?—No; the impressio ^ 
mind was this, that without reference to any objection existing against 
objected to, the notices were served upon them, taking the chance o 
attendance or any little inaccuracy that might b'e required to be amen _ 
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1120 They did not appear to be actuated by a sudden desire to purify an Mr. C.B.Passman. 
incorrect register r— I should say not. It was done in rather too wholesale away 

^ ?°3ol'^Mr. Aililerky.] Your practice has made you very extensively acquainted 
with the county. Do you know what proportion of the votes objected to were 
notoriously good votes ?— Four-fifths, I should say ; I might safely say to a greater 
extent than that. 

1131. What sort of proportion were distant votes ?— It is remarkable that the 
more distant they were, the more likely they were to be objected to. 

11 ->2. Was there any case of a distant vote upon the register that was not 
objected to?— I do not recollect any. 

H33- You do not believe that there was any single distant vote that was not 
objected to? — There was none that I am aware of. 

1134. Wliat in your opinion was the cause of the non-appearance generally ? — 

I think, for one thing, with regard to tenants, the season was much agamst thein, 
the banrest was going on, and they would not leave home to substantiate their 
votes : that was one cause, and a very prevailing cause. 

1135. Was there any other cause from the notices not arriving m proper time? 

—One cause was that they did not conceive that they had any right to attend, 
because they did not receive their notice before the 25 th of August. 

1 136. Do you know that that was the ground upon which many did not appear? 

—A large number. I saw two or three instances at Leek where the notices did 
not arrive till the 3 d of September. _ 

1137. Have you any of the notices with you?— I have large quantities ot the 

wticQS—lproducingthe same.] i , . . 

1138. When the notices arrived on the 3 d of September, what was the date ol 
the post-mark upon them ? — Generally the 23 d of August. 

1 139. Can you accouut for that difference between the post-mark and the 
arrival ? — I cannot account for it in any way, except there were some mal-prac- 
tices in the post-offices from which they were sent, because Nathan Davenport, 
the objector, lives at Leek, and although a number of objections were made to 
persons residing in Leek, still the objections were posted in Manchester. 

1 140. Were they delivered from the Leek post-office ? — They ultimately came 

to the Leek post-office from Manchester. . t 1 

1141. You are speaking of the Leek notices r — I merely give Leek as an 
instance ; but in those notices, although Davenport lives at Leek, which is but 
10 miles from Biddulph, they were all posted at Manchester, and went through 
two post-offices. 

1142. Does Davenport reside at Leek? — He did. 

1143. Mr. Adderley.'] What is he ?— A silk throwster. 

1144. Is L® ^ man likely to know any thing about the rest of the county? 

Nothing at all ; he is an uneducated man altogether. 

1145. Mr. SiuartWortley.~\ Did he appear in court? At Leek one day. 

1146. Mr. Adderky.] Did he appear to have the slightest acquaintance with 
the merits of the votes he objected to ? — Not at all •, he never interfered in the 

matter. ^ t 

H47. Can you speak at all as to the number of objections withdrawn i 
cannot do that, because they were so very numerous, arising from so many dit- 

there were huadreds f-I have not a doubt of it; at 
Leek and at Newcastle we were in a situation to prove that many of the notices 
were not signed by Nathan Davenport, although bearing his_ n^e ; but we 
■were not allowed to prove that, because the notices were then withdrawn. 

1149. Mr. Craven Berkeley.] Did you prove tlxis fact in any instance ?—ltiey 

never gave us an opportunity ; the moment they saw the party there who could 
prove that, they withdrew those. • 1, r 

1150. Mr. Stuart Wortley.] Is Congleton the post town of the pansli ol 
Biddulph 1 — Letters at Biddulph are generally posted at Congleton. 

1151. Mr. Craven Berkeley.] Did you apply for costs in instances where 
the notices were withdrawn? — Yes ; when we found the notices withdrawn, the 
parties who appeared there applied to the revising barrister for costs, and he 
said, “Ihaveno jurisdiction; the notice is withdrawn; I have no case belore 
me;” and the parties were brought across country a considerable distance, and 
got no costs. 

0.41. I 2 
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68 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 

1 1 52. Mr. Stuart Worthy. ] Will you describe what the course of the pro- 
ceedings was in the revising barristers’ courts in North Staffordsliire ; how did 
they begin?— They began at Stafford. The course of proceeding the revising 
barrister laid down was, that the objector should prove service of his notice ; 
then the voter must make out a yrimA facie case of his quahfication ; having 
done that, then the objection was to be proved by the objector ; but when lie 
came to that point as to the objection, it appeared that there was none. In 
many c^es when thev were asked, “ Wliat have you to say to that r” “Wliv, 
we have nothing to say,” and the vote was retained : that was at Stafford, till 
they got more into it. Then they proceeded, and those little trifling altera- 
tions were made in the register, they had nothing to do but to refer to the 
register ; and seeing the qualification described as of a certain place, and the 
party’s name not inserted, they would say, “ Who is the occupying tenant?” 
and if they put the tenant’s name in, that prevented costs being given ; or if it 
was described as “ occupier of land,” if the word as “ tenant ” or as “ owner” 
was not inserted, that was put in, and they were precluded getting costs ; that 
was the line commonly adopted. Then when they got to Stone, the barrister 
altered the matter again ; he then held, that if the party attended upon a notice 
that did not arrive till after the 25th of August, although he appeared 
upon that notice to prove his qualification, he would not give costs ; I remon- 
strated, inasmuch as I said, “ Had the party not attended, his name would have 
been struck out, as a matter of course.” “ Oh,” he said, “ I have decided that 
the notice is bad ; he ought to have known it was bad ; he had no occasion to 
attend 5” so that a party attending upon a bad notice to prove his qualification 
did not get his costs, although he was retained upon the register. 

1153. If he had not attended, that bad notice would have availed to strike his 
name off? — Certainly. 

1 154. Does the barrister enter into the case if the objector does not appear? 
— Then he would retain the vote. 

1155. You said that Davenport only appeared upon that occasion; then how 
came the barrister to enter into the objection in other cases ? — The agents were 
there. 

1156. They professed to appear for Davenport? — Yes; there was a man of 
the name of Carman, whose notice I have here ; this is a notice of withdrawing 
objection signed by Carman, who went round the whole circuit ; it is dated from 
the register offices of the Manchester Anti-Corn Law League. 

1157. Did Mr. Caiman attend the registration? — Undoubtedly. 

1158. Did he attend avowedly as the agent of the Anti-Corn Law League?— 
Yes ; and when costs were awarded, paid the money. 

1 159. Did the barrister refuse costs in any case, upon the ground of the objec- 
tor not appearing, when Mr. Carman was in court ? — I think, altogether, the 
costs allowed out of the whole circuit were only in about eight or ten cases, and 
then only small sums of Is. 6c2. up to 10 5. 

1 1 60. Did the barrister in any case refuse costs, on the ground of the objector 
; not appearing, when Mr. Carman, who you say once appeared for Mr. Davenport, 

was in court?— I do not think the question arose. 

1161. It was not put in that point of view before the barrister? — I do not 

think the point was raised , - 

1 1 62. Was it not suggested to him that Mr. Cannan having once appearedior 

him, he was substantially appearing for Mr. Davenport in other cases? 
that was understood. . 

1 1 63. Did the barrister refuse costs upon the ground of Mr. Carman dechruaS 

to appear in the particular case ? — He never did decline to appear ; when he di 
not appear, he withdrew the notice. • 1,1 li 

1 1 64. Did the barrister refuse costs upon that ground ? — Yes, invariably, te 

refused to go into it. , 

1165. Mr. Walpole.l The barrister first called upon the objector to prove 

notice of objection ? — Yes. • i ^ w 

1 166. Then no objector appeared? — Just so ; Mr. Carman said “ I witiidra 
this notice.” 

1167. Mr. Stuart Worthy. '] Then upon the notice being withdrawn by ^ 

Cai'man, did the barrister refuse to give costs ? — Fie did. ?_He 

1168. Mr. Walpole.'] Did he withdraw the notice, or hold his tongue, 

withdrew the notice. nfr 
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ii6g. Mr. Stuart IVortley.'] Were you rightly understood to say that you yit.C.B.Pasman. 

could not account for those notices having arrived so late, unless there v/as some- 

thing wrong in the post-offices t — It strikes me so, because many that were posted 27 March 1846. 
on the 23 d of August at Manchester, did not arrive at Leek till the 3 d of Sep- 
tember, and they could not have laid in the post-office 11 days. 

1 ] 70. Do you know enough of the district to know what the usual course of 
the post between Manchester and Congleton is ?— A letter posted at Manchester 
to-day would be at Congleton to-morrow. 

1171. Is it a cross-post ? — From Manchester to Congleton it is straight. It is 
a cross-post to Biddulph, and all that country. 

1 172. How far is Biddulph from Congleton ? — Five miles. 

1173. Can you account for the post-mark being in many cases at Manchester 
on the 23 d of August, and at Congleton on the 27 th? — No, I cannot account 
for it. 

1 1 74. Here is a notice directed to a voter at Biddulph, upon which the Man- 
chester post-mark appears to be the 23 d of August, and the Congleton post-mark 
the 27 th? — Yes. 

1 1 75. That appears to have gone through no other post-office, does it ? — None. 

I believe I may safely say, that the whole of the notices served upon the Stafford 
voters appear to have been posted on the 23 d at Manchester, and they arrived 
at Stafford on the 27 th. They ought to have arrived the following day. 

1176. Mx. Craven Berkeley.] Is that a direct post ? — Adirectpost. 

J177. Chairman.] The interval of distance being about three hours? — Yes; 
with a direct mail twice a-day. 

1178. Mr. Stuart Wortley^ Supposing the ordinary staff of the post-office at 
Manchester to have been unequal to the number of notices that appear to have 
been served, do not you think that a strong objection to the power of sending 
notices through the post-office ? — I think a very strong one. I find that nine- 
tenths of the notices were too late. There must have been some practice of this 
description in the Manchester post-office, that if posted after the 25 th, the 23 d 
stamp or the 24 th stamp was put upon them, because I cannot account for their 
being so long delayed. 1 cannot imagine that the post-office at Manchester would 
suffer them to lie in the post-office so long. 

1179. Does not this afford a strong reason for not allowing the mere fact of 
putting the letter into the post-office to be conclusive evidence of service ? — I am 
satisfied of it. 

1180. Chairman.] This irregularity happened with a considerable number of 
the objections ? — I should say with nine-tenths of them. 

1181. Mr. Stuart IVortley.] Did you ever malte any inquiry, either at the 
Manchester post-office or at the Congleton post-office, about it? — Yes ; there was 
an investigation made by the barrister to ascertain whether Congleton would be 
the correct place to post letters for Biddulph, and at what time they arrived ; 
and it turned out that they arrived the day upon which they bore the Congleton 
post-mark, and that that was the direct route to Biddulph. 

1182. Did they arrive at Biddulph on the same day on which they bore the 
Congleton post-mark ? — No ; many of them were not delivered till the following 
day. 

1183. But they were in due course?— Yes. With respect to the costs, I wish 
to mention, that at the last registration of the county, previous to this, and the 
previous one to that, it was revised by the same barrister ; and where it stated 
the nature of the qualification to be only that of land, he inserted as “ tenant,” or 
as “ owner,” and gave that as a reason for refusing costs on the last revision only. 

11S4. Siuai't IVortley.] Have you other notices? — I have. [Producing 
the same.] 

1 1 85. In what parish is that ? — That is in Burslem. 

1 1 86. What is the post town ? — Newcastle is the post town for the Potteries. 

At Burslem there was a particularly hard case of refusal of costs ; a gentleman 
of the name of Brindley, who came between 60 and 70 miles to substantiate his 
vote. We had a great deal to do at Burslem ; we were likely to be detained two 
days ; I asked that he might be taken out of his turn, his vote was indisputable ; 
he had been upon the register ever since it had been made. The revising bar- 
rister s reply was, “ I shall do it upon the usual terms.” I said, “I do not 
Known any thing about the usual terms, Mr. Brindley is here, they cannot say 
a word against his vote.” He took the vote out of its turn ; and then he said, 

0-4 1. 12 “Having 
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“ Havia- takea the vote out of its turn, I cannot give costs, although I shojld 
othenvisi have allowed them to the fullest extent.” That gentleman travelled 

nearly 130 miles to defend his vote. , ■ , , m 

1187. Many of these notices are signed Mattnew ; who is he?— Those are hy 
agents of the Whig party. 

1188. Local in the county?— Yes. r .o 

1 1 8q. These appear to have all come m due course of post ?— Yes. 
lino Mr. WalpokPi What is the due course of post from Manchester to 
Burslem ?— Letters posted one day are delivered the Mxt. 

iigi. There appears to have been tliree days r— Then the delay must have 
occurred at Manchester. 

1102. Unless tliey were wrongly stamped?— Yes. 

1103. Mr. Stuart Worttey.'] Was there any doubt raised m the barnster’s 
court about the signature of Nathan Davenport ? In several instances it was 
raised and this Mr. Carman always proved his signature; he said he waspre- 
sent and saw him sign; except in the cases I mentioned, where I was advised 
that’we had a party in court to prove that they were not signed by him, but by 

his son, and those were invariably withdrawn. 

1 1 04 Are these two of them-[rwo notices being shown to the Witness^ ?— This 
is the hand-writing of a party who is dead, who. if living, would have proved it 
not to be Mr. Davenport’s hand-writing. 

1105. Were those questioned in court ?— No ; they withdrew then, 
iigd "Were those two cases withdrawn, under those circumstances. They 

™Tig7. Mr. Milner Gibs(mr\ Have you ever got up any objections to voters!- 
Yes 

1198. Where was that?— For the Southern division of the county. 

1 1 99. Did you ever get up any objection to voters in the parish of Longton . 
No. 

1200. Who was your objector at the last registration!— I think a man of the 
name of Lander was one ; I had nothing to do with any notices of objection in 

the Northern division. _ , .i x- r 

1201. In cases which you have had to do with, who served the notices 01 

ohjection?— A freeholder of the county; but any notices of objection that! 
ever had any thing to do with, were never served without fii-st ascertaimng that 
they were valid. . 4 • j 

1 202. Had those freeholders that you employed to object, ascertained tnat tne 
parties to whom they objected were open to question ? — That I cannot take upon 
myselftosay; Isbouldsay in some instances not. 

1203. Chairman^ But you, who gave the instructions, had ?— Yes ; the case 

was inquired into, and if it was found that any objection existed, then it was 
served ; but I never was concerned in any objections made promiscuously at ap* 
hazard, hut in every case an investigation took place as to whether it was a v 
objection. . , . 

1204. What are the terms upon which you get pai'ties to sign those oDje- 

tions?— I am not aware of any terms. _ . v r ctn 

1205. Do you merely write to them, and say, “ I wish you to sign objection 

a great number of votes” ? — The party lived close to me. • . 

1206. Why did you not sign them yourself? — I was not entered upon 
register. 

1 207. You got him to sign them ? — Yes. v t * me. 

1208. Craven Berli€le\i.'\ What was his name ? — Lander, at the last regis 

tration. , , • ?— 

i2og. Mr. Milner Gihson.'\ What success had you at the last registra • 

I do not recollect an instance where we failed in our objections ; there were . 
few objections, but they were never made without being first inquired into. 

1210. Mr. Jdderki/.] In what year was tliis ? — In the year before Inst. 

1211. Mr. Milner Gihson^ Had you never anything to do with objectio 

voters at Longton ? — Never. _ ^ a 

1212. You are aware that there were objections at Longton ? — feeverai. 

1213. This objector that you had to do with at the last registration, ^ 

same party whom you employed as an objector upon other occasions to o j 
votes ?— i do not know ; I have had nothing to do with objections noaae 
Northern division. 1314. Ai® 
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1214. Are you. connected with any political association? — lam professionally jjir.C.B, Passman. 

concerned for the Conservative Association for the county. ‘ 

1215. What is the course that you adopt in supervising the register; what is 27 March 1846. 
TOur plan of proceeding ? — There are different gentlemen in different districts ; 

hitherto I have merely attended the revising barrister, to substantiate the objec- 
tions which have been made on the part of the Conservative interest. 

1216. You have parties who have signed the objections ; a sort of objectors- 
o-eneral ? — Not always ; the objections are not all signed by one person. 

* 1217. But they are all signed at the request of those who get up the objections ? 

— There is no doubt of it. 

1218. Chairman.'] Are you aware of any general system of objection by whole- 
gale ?— None ; I never knew it exist. 

1219. It is a novelty in Staffordshire altogether ? — Quite ; there never was such 
a thing heard of before. 

1220. Either on tlie side of the Wliigs or the Tories ? — Neither on the one side 
nor on the other. 

1221. Mr. Milner Gibson.] If it appeared to the barrister that the objectors 
in this North Staffordshire case had attended to sustain frivolous and vexatious 
objections, it would have been competent to the barrister to give costs to the 
party objected to? — Certainly. 

1222. The barrister did notin his discretion think that the cases, as they pre- 
sented themselves, were such as to give the party objected to a just right to 
costs? — He certainly did not give them. 

1 223. Do you complain of the discretion which he exercised ? — I do. 

1224. The parties who made the objections made them with a full knowledge 
of their liability to costs under the Act, did they not ? — No doubt about it. 

1225. Then the revising barrister was a judge between the parties objected to 
and the parties malting the objection? — Certainly. 

1226. So that if there is any ground of complaint, the complaint is against the 
revising barrister’s decision, or against the law, rather than against those who 
made the objection ? — There certainly is a complaint against the barrister’s deci- 
sion ; it is not exactly a complaint against the law, hut a complaint as against 
parties who made objections by wholesale, without the slightest pretence for them. 

1227. The parties who made the objections by wholesale must have been 
aware of the enactments of the Registration Act ? — No doubt about it. 

1228. And they must liave been aware that if they made a frivolous and vexa- 
tious objection, the law empowered the revising barrister to give costs against 
them ? — Certainly. 

1229. Therefore they went into court with their eyes open, knowing the liabi- 
lities they would incur ? — They did. 

1230. But the revising barrister did not think that the cases they brought for- 
ward entitled the parties to recover costs against them ? — If you will allow me to 
explain it, he excused them from paying costs by inserting the trivial alterations I 
have mentioned. 

1231. Chairman.] The alterations related to matters which if not corrected 
would not have vitiated the votes ? — Certainly not. 

1232. Mr. Milner Gibson.] But they would have made it difficult to identify the 
parties upon the register ? — Certainly not ; there could be no difficulty in it 
whatever. There is the name, the abode and the nature of the qualification, 

“ occupier of land hut it does not state who is tenant or owner; but there 

would be no difficulty in ascertaining the land. 

1 233. Is there any distinction between occupier of land, as tenant or as owner ? 

— Yes, there is ; hut the law does not require it, because the Schedule pointed 
out by the Act of Parliament, merely says “ occupier of land.” 

1234. Do you mean to state that the revising barrister was not acquainted 

with the law? — He either was not acquainted with it this last registry, or he 
was unacquainted with it the previous registry, because they were both his 
registries. . , • x. 

1235. Does your complaint amount to any thing more than this, that had 
a difference of opinion with the revising barrister ?— Certainly ; I had a difference 
of opinion with the revising barrister. In my humble judgment a slight pretence 
was made available to protect a party from paying costs. 

1236. Chairman.] Were the errors which he corrected, errors which he had 

overlooked in the previous year? — Yes. , , 

0.41. 14 1237. And 
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1^37- And wliicli, if tliey were material, lie had the means of correcting himself 
without the assistance of any objection? — Assuredly. 

1S38. Mr. Craven Berkcki).} What has been the effect of those objections 
upon the register ; are there more bad votes upon it, or has it purified the 
register from bad votes ? — I do not thinlc it has had that effect. I thinlt it has 
had the effect of causing a great many valid and unexceptionable votes to he 
struck off. 

1 239. Mr. Adderleyl] How many ? — I think I could safely say 700 or 800. 

1240. Mr. Craven Berkeley.] You mean that the register is not in so good a 
state as it was before these wholesale objections were made?— I tliink certainly 
not. For example, there was a gentleman upon the register, an unexceptionable 
voter, he could not attend, and sent to his tenant to appear to prove his qualifica- 
tion. It turned out that the tenant had to attend the board of guardians and he 
could not attend, and they were both struck off. 

1241. Mr. Adderley.] Who was that? — Mr. Meynell. 

1242. Chairman.] A man of well-known property ? — Of undoubted property. 

1243. Could any person wishing to purify the register have objected to Mr, 
Meynell’s name?— Certainly not, I will give another instance : Mr Adderley, 
of Barlaston Hall, was objected to; he attended, and substantiated his vote; 
indeed they did not attempt to dispute it when he came. 

1242. Mr. Milner Gihsond] Was the vote amended? — No; I asked for costs; 
the barrister asked him, “ What date is your notice ? ” he said, it arrived upon 
the 27th. The barrister said, “You had no occasion to attend; I can not allow 
you costs.” 

1 245. Chairma) 7 .'\ If he had not attended, he would have been struck off ?— 
Yes ; and there were many others in the same way, who were indisputable. 

1 246. Of those cases which were investigated, can you give any informatioa 
as to what number were struck off after investigation?— I should say, that upon 
those cases that were investigated under theohjections made by the League, there 
were not a fifth struck off; they were substantiated. In the Burslem district, 
there were a great many objected to ; the moorland voters from a place called 
Mowcop ; tliere was some little irregularity in the leases that had been granted, 
and there were several voters struck off. 

1247. Mr. Addej'ley^ What is your own opinion of the spirit of the Act, in 
stipulating that the objector shall be upon the same register as the party objected 
to ? — The spirit of the Act in my humble judgment is this, that he shall be a 
man cognizant of the property of the person to whom he objects, and that it was 
not intended to be in the power of any parties to object in the wholesale way in 
which this has been done. 

1248. These objections by a central national society to various registers, you 
consider to be against the spirit of the Act? — As a matter of course, because 
ultimately the parties forming that body would have the control of the represen- 
tatives of the kingdom at large. 

1249. They would have no representatives in Parliament but their own? 
—Yes. 

1250. Mr. Milner Gihson^ When did these operations begin in North Staf- 
fordshire ? — This is the first. 

1251. You have been doing a little in this way ever since 1832 ?— Only in 
valid objections. 

1252. In objecting ? — In objecting, having ascertained that they were valid 
objections. 

1253. You have been doing a little in the objecting line ever since 1832?— 
Yes; but very limited. 

12.54. Then you had 13 yearsstart of the Leaguer — Yes. 

1255. Chainnan^ Have not the "Whigs objected during that period? — Yes; but 
never in the wholesale way ; they have done it as I have thought upon good and 
valid grounds. 

1256. Mr. Milner Gibson.'] But perhaps you may have done the same upon 
a small scale ? — I never have. 

1257. There might be no difference in principle, but only a difference in ex- 
tent ? — There is a perfect difference of principle in ray opinion. . 1, a t 

1 258. But you have never had any costs given against you ? — This is the nrs 

time under the Act of Parliament that costs have been awarded. . , 

>259- 
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1259. At the time you used to work under the Act of 1832 , you could do so Mr. C.B. Passman. 

with impunity, as there were no costs? — Yes. 

1 260. Shoe costs have come into operation under the late Act, have you had 27 March 1846. 
costs given against your party ? — 1 think in one instance at Hanley there were 

costs given against the Conservative Association, and that is the only- instance 
I recollect upon the whole circmt. 

1261. Mr. Adderlei/.] Are you aware whether the Conservative Association 
have ever meddled with any register but their own ?— Certainly not. 

1 262. Mr. Cravm Berkeley. 1 You say that all the objections of the Wliigs were 

I have never found it otherwise. I have never found it in a wholesale 

wav. If there were objections made by them, on the face of them they were good 
and valid until investigated. 

12G3. Chairman^ Were there objections merely for amending the description 
of the voter in cases where there would have been no difficulty in identifying the 
claim? — In some cases no doubt. What I mean to say is, that in my own ex- 
perience, with regard to Whig objections, they were never sent in a wholesale way, 
nor did they ever meddle, except in their own peculiar district. 

1264- Mr. Walpole.l This is quite a different practice from any that you have 
before experienced? — Altogether. 

1265. In these Registration Courts have not the agents on both sides gene- 
rally agreed as to what is the probable objection, and the probable defence? — 

Yes. 

1 266. Tn those cases where the agents for the League appeared, did there 
appear to be any substantial valid objection against tlie eases which they went 
into? — Certainly not. I wondered at it, because I must admit that I never saw 
a plan so well organized. 

1267. Mr. Craven Berkeley^ How many parties had you at this time in the 
Revising Barrister’s Court ? Had you Whigs, Protectionists and Leaguers, or 
were they divided only into two ? — There were no Protectionists. There were 
Whigs, Conservatives and Leaguers. 

1268. Mr. Milner Gibson.'] When costs were not ordered by the barrister, did 
the parties objecting give any thing of their own accord ? — I have no recollection 
of one instance. 

J26q. Will you undertake to say that they did not? — Certainly not, I could 
not do that. 

1270. Was it within your hearing that a suggestion was thrown out, that 
although the barrister did not give costs, it would be proper for the persons who 
had made those objections to give something to the parties ? — I do not recollect 
an instance, and I do not wonder at it, because every thing was done with such 
haste that it was scarcely possible to write even three letters. 

1271. For any thing you know to the contrary, the agents for the Anti-Corn 
Law League may have remunerated the parties themselves who had attended, 
although no costs were ordered by the barrister ? — I never observed it, and I think 
I should have observed it if it had been done. 

1272. You do not know that it was not done ? — No. 

1273. Mr. Walpole!] Did you ever hear that it was ? — No. 

1274. yit. Stuart IVortley.] What is the course of the post between Manches- 
ter and Leek ? — A letter posted to-day would arrive to-morrow. 

1275. Is it so also with respect to Newcastle-under- Lyne and Manchester ? — 

Yes. 

1276. Do you know the township of Bradnop? — Yes. 

1277. Leek is the post-town ? — Yes. A case arose at Leek with regard to the 
course of post to Cheddleton, which is three miles from Leek. A notice was 
signed by Nathan Davenport ; it was posted at Manchester on the 23 d, it got to 
Leek on the 27 th, and it did not reach Cheddleton till the 30 th. 

1278. It appears that all these notices to persons at Bradnop were put into the 
Manchester post-office on the 23 d, and did not reach Leek till the 27 th? — That 
IS just so. 

1279. Mr. Craven Berkeley!] With reference to tlie Cc^e you have just 
laeutioned, in the ordinary course of things supposing the letter had been deli- 
vered in due course, how long would it have taken? — If it had been posted at 
Lpek, they ought to have had it the next day. 

1280. And you say that it was not delivered till the 30 th at Cheddleton r — No. 

K 1281. Mr. 
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1281. Mr, Stuart Worth Who is Orlando Eonsall?— He is one of tk 
objectors does he liver— In Manchester; his direction is at the bottom of 

*''*1 "s^l'^Did the same agents appear on behalf of Davenport’s objections that 
appeared on behalf of Bonsall’s ?— Yes. i * t r i o 

1 2S4 Congleton is in the way direct from Manchester to Leek ?— r es. 

1285 Can you account for this notice signed by Bonsall and posted at 
Manchester on the 24 th, reaching Kendal on the 25 th ; whereas the notices 
directed to Stafford and posted at Manchester on the 24 th, did not reach Stafford 
till the 27 th ?— I cannot account for it, unless there was something wrong in tke 
post-office. 

1086 What is the course of the post between Manchester and Macclesfield f 
—I'should say that at all events a letter posted at Manchester to-day, would 
arrive at Macclesfield to-morrow ; and I am not clear that it would not be on Ike 

same day. „ 

1287. You said that in some cases you had reason to suppose that tke 
signatures were not signed hy Davenport himself ; will you look at these two- 
\two of the notices being shown to the 1-Fitoess]— do you find that in those 
instances the word “Davenport” is spelt differently in the different notices 1 -Yes; 

I have no doubt that they were written by tvro different persons ; one is 
“ Davenport” and the other is “ Devenport.” 

1288. Mr. Adderleyi] Are you not aware that one of the agents who is since 

deadcouldhaveprovedthatl— Yes; George Keates. , t, • o , 

1280. What is the course of the post between Manchester and Bu'mmgham? 
—A letter posted at Manchester for Birmingham, would arrive at Birmingham 
probably the same day, but certainly the following day. 

1200. Mr. Cratai Berkeley.] That is, if it were in time for the day mafi '-ll 
it went by the morning mail it would be delivered the same day ; but if not, 
certainly the next day. 

1291. Mr. Stuart Wartky.] Do you know the townships of Warslow anl 
Elkstone? — Yes. 

1 2Q2. Is Leek tbe post town to tliose places ? — Yes. 

12()3. Do you remember wliether there was any proof as to when these note 
were* received — [two notices being sliov)n to the Wi/?/c.v.y]— look at the note attne 
bottom of each?— The notes, on the face of them, mean that they were receive 
on that day, or on the 30 th of August, or on the 1 st of September. 

1294. Is the Manchester post-mark upon this? — It is posted at Manenes 
on the 24 th and received September 1 st. 

1205. What is the course of the post between Manchester and Ashbourne?— 
If a letter were posted to-day, it would get there the following afternoon. 

1296. Do you know the township of Fawfield Head.'- — Yes. 

1297. Is Leek the post-town to that township ? — Yes. 

1298. Do you know Titsworth ? — Yes. 

1299. Is Leek the post-town to that ?— It is. 

1300. Leekfrith; what is the post-town to that ? — Leek. 

1301 . Hawtherley ; what is the post-town to that? — Leek, I snou s y. 

1302. Ipstones ; what is the post-town to that? — Leek. 

1303. Is Leek the post-town to Calton-in-Blorer- Yes. . 

1304. Is Leek tire post-town of Hendon, L<ongsdcn and Stanley. • 

1305. yiv.lValpole^ Have you ever turned your mind to consi 
any improvements could be made in the registration?— It has s ru 
quently that improvements might be made in the registration. 

1306. With respect to serving objections ? — Yes. 

1307. What improvements would you suggest ? — It has 
notices of objections should bear on the face of them the groun 
and that the onus should not altogetlier lie, as it now does, up 
entirely, but that it should be thrown upon tlie objector to prove 

in the first instance. 4%e objec- 

1308. Would it be possible for the objector, in that case, to pr 

tion? — If it was valid he might , ^ uDontii® 

1309. Mr. Craven JBerhelei/.] You mean that to apply to p ^ gge the 
register already ; not to new claims ? — To both ; because they w 
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claims published, and the notice of objection would just as well hold there as it Mr.c.B. Passman, 
would with respect to persons upon the register. ^ ~ 

1310. Do not you think that there ought to be some preference shown to ‘-^7 i»4b. 

those who have been upon the register for some time, beyond new claimants who 

may put in a claim 1 — 1 think there ought to he. 

1311. Therefore, do not you think that the remedy you have just mentioned 
ou'^ht not equally to apply to those who have been a long time upon the register, 
and to new claimants ? — 1 think it would be no hardship, if it is a good and valid 
7ote ; not so great a hardship as it is now, to be dragged 30 or 40 or 60 miles 
across the country to defend your vote. 

1312. Mr. Walpole.'] Would not the plan you recommend, in effect compel the 
objector to prove a negative, to prove that the man had not a qualification? — 

He would prove his objection to the qualification. 

1313. Supposing a man claims for a freehold house and land, how could the 
objector prove that the man had not a freehold house and land, without calling 
upon the man for some evidence of his qualification?— He should not object, 
unless he has grounds for objection, and it is easy to state the grounds of ob- 
jection in the first instance ; the burthen is now upon the voter altogether ; he 
has to labour under all the disadvantage of this system. 

1314. It would be one thing to make the objector disprove the qualification, 
and another to make him state the ground of his objection j would it not be very 
difficult for him to disprove the qualification?— If the qualification was a free- 
hold bouse and land, the objection "would be, “ mortgaged ” or “ sold ” or “ dis- 
posed of,” and that would meet the thing at once ; but now you compel the voter 
to prove a prhnd facie case, giving the objector, without stating the nature of his 
objection, two chances ; first, that the voter might not think it worth while to 
come ; and, secondly, the taking advantage of any little technical form that had 
not been complied with, in order to let this objector-general avail iiimself of liis 
objection. 

1315. Would it not be throwing open a wider door to technical objections, 
taken upon a sort of special pleading, if that were not done ? — I cannot see that ; 

I think the qualifications under the Act of Parliament are so specific, that notice 
of objection would very easily he given, bearing the grounds of the objection on 
the face of it ; and if no grounds of bond fide objection were stated, then, I think, 
the barrister ought to have power to give heavy costs. 

1316. Would you make any alteration with respect to costs, as the law 
at present stands ? — I think tlie barrister ought to be enabled to give unlimited 
costs, according to his iud^ment in the several cases : but there should be an 
appeal. 

1317. Would there he any objection to compel the objector to make a deposit 
of the amount of the costs, before the objection was gone into ? — I am not aware 
of, any objection to that. 

1318. Mr. Craven BerlceUp.] Do you think it would he advisable that he should 
deposit a certain amount with the clerk of the peace or other public officer, 
before the objection was gone into? — It would be very well to do so ; but it 
would operate more against the bond fide objector than it would against the 
general objector, as has arisen in this instance, because they have a very large 
tund to go to, and the deposit would be a mere matter of indifference. 

1319- Mr. Stuart Wortlei/.] Supposing a very rich society at a distance, which 
has designs upon a small county ; for example, supposing a society formed in 
Lancashire has designs upon the county of Buckingham, and seiwed in that 
county 2,000 notices, or made 2,000 claims, and that the county of Buckingham, 
was not prepared with an organization to enable them to raise money for the 
purpose of meeting this, would not that give an enormous advantage to the 
distant association ?— I should say that it would swamp the county. 

1320. They would have no difficulty in depositing their 4,000 f. upon their 
-,000 objections ? — No. 

1321. Would not the county of Buckingham, which had nut a perfect organi- 
^tioii, have a difficulty in raising 4,000/. to deposit upon their objections r — 

Certainly. 

1322. Mr. Craven Berltdey^ You do not tliink it would be advisable; under 
those circumstances, to order a deposit to be made ? — That is a doubt that I 
always entertained. 

^323. Mr. Adderky!] How far do you think it would be a corrective of that 
0.41. K 2 danger, 
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danger, to require that every vote should be proved upon the firet claim think 
it absolutely necessary that every vote should be proved which appears upon the 

How far would that correct the danger you mention, that reqnirinja 
deuosit would lead to fictitious votes ?-Taking the proposition m the way in 
which it was put, if a strong party, with a strong purse, were to hand themselves 
together to serve ohiections, having the means ot making the deposits, whether 
they were good votes or had they would do it, to gam au end they had m view. 

loan They would not band together to make deposits, but they would band 
together to make fictitious claims ?— They would band together to make fiotitions 
claims ; they would object to those that were good and valid. 

rnqfi How far would that be corrected by the necessity of provmg the vote 
upon the first claim ?-That might correct it in some degree. 

1.327. Do you think the two together would make it sate ?— 1 tlunk they 

would be much better than the present system. +1 i c 

1 328 Mr Craven Berkeley.] Do you think that the requiring the deposit of a 
sum of money, previously to going into objections to votes, would be a good 
thing ?— It would improve the present system, hut it would still he subject to 

the objection I have started. , . , , i r j , 

1329. Chairvian.~] You would allow votes winch had never been questioned, to 

be questioned with less responsibility ?— Certainly. 

1330. Mr. Maner Gibson.] You say that a great number of those voters lu 
North Staffordshire lost their votes by non-attendance ; whose fault was tint. 
—In some instances it was their own fault, hut in a great many instances it to 
not their own fault ; in this way : the barrister’s court opened at nine o clock; 
the moment the clock struck nine the names were called over, and he began to 
work • if they were not there he expunged the names ; although we were pretty 
well sksfied that many would attend that had not arrived, we could not get him 
to let those names stand over only till he got to the end of the list he was thea 
upon ; when he got to the end of that list, lie expunged the names of those that 
were not there. In many instances it happened that in a few minutes afterwards 
the parties .attended, prepared with their deeds to prove their votes. 

1331. But the Anti- Corn Law League had no control over the way m wtach 
the barrister conducted the business of bis own court?— No visible control, 

TAr. Addeiiet/.] You said that it was not tlie fault of those 2,000 men 
that they lost their votes. Do you conceive it possible that those 2.UUU men 
should be able to stand such harassing proceedings as these — Certainly mi, 
especially in the last season ; because the haryest was m such a state, aiew 
hours might make all the difference in getting it in. 

1333. Mr. Mil}2er Gibson.] You say that every man should be c^ecl upoa 
once to prove his vote ; therefore, you would subject every indivi ua , 

register to the same process that has now to be gone through in cases 
to ?— I would ; because if it was worth his while to be upon the register, it\\oui 
be worth his while to prove his qualification. , 

1 334. If it was worth his while to be upon the register, wou i 
worth his while to attend, and to defend his voter— Not to be harassed y 
after year. . . , » 

1335- Perhaps there might be a note made by the revising barns , 
voter has been objected to once, so that if another objection was ® * 
sequent year, and it did not succeed, heavy costs might be given. . — ^ 

1336. But there is no check to placing fictitious votes upon the r o 

present?— No. . . , , 

1337. I, having no property in North Staffordshire, might send i 

be put upon the register, upon the ground of a rent-cliarge upon ^l[ 

and as a matter of course, I should get upon the register, and remain 
somebody objected to me? — Yes. vnte would 

1338. If I were objected to, and I did not choose to attend, my 

be struck off? — Y'es, if you were objected to. ypp-isterin 

1339. Mr. Adderley.] What in your opinion was state ottnejeg 

the year previous to 1845 ; was it correct or incorrect ? — I think i ^ 
correct as it could be. , , «truck ofi’ 

13^0. What is the state of the register now? — There are hundre 
that ought to have a vote. , fliea 

134^' 
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1341. Tlien the register is about as incorrect as it is possible to be? — Yes. Mv. C.B.Passnmn. 

1342. Having been very correct in the year before? — Yes. 

’ 343 - Then what is called purification here is striking off good votes? — Yes. i? Maicb 1846. 

1344. In your opinion the costs have been no criterion whatever of the suffi- 
ciency of the objections ? — Certainly not. 

1345. Mr. Cravm Bet'kdey^ You consider the register to be in a bad state 
this year, not because there are bad votes put on, but because a great number of 
good votes have been struck off ? — Yes. 

1346. Are there not a great many bad votes there now? — I am not aware that 
there are now. 

1347. Mr. Milner Gibson.'] Did you ever strike off bad votes on the other side 
in former times ?— I had nothing to do with that ; that was not my business. 

1348. Mr. Stuart’Wortiey.] With respect to a deposit, you have objected to it 
as giving some advantage to large rich associations ; you think the objection 
would be in some degree diminished if the necessity of a deposit was confined to 
cases where the votes had been for some time upon the register? — Yes. 

1345. Would not the necessity of a deposit tend to prevent any society, how- 
ever rich, from extending their proceedings to a great number of counties at 
once? — Yes; it would require greater capital; but still a society like the one 
from which these objections have emanate<C have almost boundless funds, and 
their application is most profuse. 

1350. Are you well enough acquainted with their proceedings to know 
whether their habit has been to select one or two counties in one year ? — ^This 
has been the first time they have shown that disposition. 

1351. Mr. Stuart 'Wortley.] The papers which you have handed in are only 
portions of the objections ? — Yes ; great numbers have been lost and mislaid. 

1352. Mr. ’Walpole.] Have you any other practical suggestions to offer ? — 

There is an observation which 1 should like to make respecting retainers. On 
one or two occasions I had to remonstrate with the revising barrister upon liis 
decisions. I thought they were not exactly equitable. 

1353. Mr. Craven BerhekyP^ Was this all last year ? — Yes ; on the last regis- 
tration I was stopped by him in this way : he said, “ Very well, if you persist in 
it, I shall adopt another mode.” By that I was well aware what he meant, that 
he would require me to produce a retainer from every voter on whose behalf I 
appeared. That would be impossible. Whereas, on the other side, Mr. Nathan 
Davenport gave one retainer, and that answered every purpose. Now there 
ought to be a provision against that. A body of voters should have an oppor- 
tunity of being represented by one professional man without the necessity of 
being called upon to prove a retainer in every case, which would be the means of 
shutting his mouth if he could not do it. 

1354. You think that is a system which gives an advantage to the body of 
persons whom the objector represents over the body of voters generally? — 

Assuredly, because he is acting for a body, and he can give his retainer for the 
whole county ; but when you come to have men spread over a county, you can- 
not do it. 

^ 35 . 5 - Does not it tend to the public convenience that there should be an agent 
attending on both sides ? — Yes. 

1356. Are you of opinion that it would be better to have no necessity for 
proving a retainer on either side? — Yes. 

1357 - Mr. Milner Gibson.] Have you signed the petition from North Stafford- 
slure?— I have not. 

1358* Are you a voter upon the register? — No. 

^ 3 . 59 - Mr. Craven Bei'keley.] Are you for South Staffordshire ? — No. 

^360. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Were those petitions got up by the Conservative 
Association? — In the first instance they might have emanated from them, but 
they were generally adopted by the parties who felt themselves aggrieved by 
the means adopted towards the landed interest ; in the parish of Biddulph 
alone there were 90 objections made, and it was quite out of the question that 
they could be bond fide objections, all signed by Mr. Nathan Davenport. 

Mr. James Gay Hiern, Examined. 

1361. Chairman.] YOU are a solicitor living at Stafford? — lam. Kx.J.G. Hiern. 

1362. Mr. Adderley.] Can you inform the Committee in what state the 

register of Nortli Staffordshire was in 1844 , before this attack was made upon it; 

0.41. 1^2 
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had the register been pretty carefully corrected, and was it in a correct state in 
1844? — I think so. . . 

,363. Wbat condition do you know the register to be in now?— A number 
of voters have been struck off that 1 think ought to have remained. 

1364. About how many should you say?— I should think about 800 or 900 

at least. , , , ^ 

1 365. Good votes ?— Yes, I should fancy so. 

1366. Ckab'man,] You have been connected with the registration ofNortli 
Staffordshire, on behalf of the Conservative Association, for some years ?— 1 have, 

1 367. Have you been aware of any system of wholesale objections to votes 
during that time on either side?— I should apprehend, on the part of the 
Refomers, that they have objected to parties merely as they were standing ou 
the register, without inquiring whether they had any (]ualifications or not. 

1368. Have yon served objections yourself, or given instructions for serving 
any ? — I have, a few. 

1369. Were those after investiption of the particular cases ?— Always. 

1370. Have you given any notice of objection upon the ground of inaccuracy 
of description, such as the number of the street being omitted? — Never upon 
that ground. 

j 371 . Whenever you have given notice it has been upon the ground of doubt- 
ing the substantial nature of the qualification? — Yes. 

1372. Mr. Walpole.'} Did you attend in the Registration Court last year?— 
For Stafford only. 

1373. In the court at which you attended what was the ground upon which 
the names were struck off; was it for non-attendance? — That was the principal 



1374. Mr. Cravc?i BerJceletj.] You attended for the county, not for the 

borough ? — Yes. • • o -vr 

13715. You are connected with the Conservative Association . — Yes. 

137’fi. Mr. Walpole.} In all the cases where the parties appeared, were their 
votes generally substantiated? — In almost every case where the parties attended 
the votes were retained. 

1377. Chairman^ Can you say how many were struck off on the ground of 
bad qualification after investigation?—! cannot say the exact number, but I 
should say very few. 

1 378. Five or ten ?— Not more than five or six. 

1379. Out of how many? — Out of about 95 objections; some parties were 
dead, one or twm had sold their property. 

1380. Mr. Milner Gibson.} Was your vote objected to ? — No, it was not. 

1381. You are upon the register of voters? — Yes, lam. 

1382. Chairman.} Were absent voters especially served with objections more 
than others ?— Yes ; I think they were ; all parties that they thought would cot 
be likely to attend were objected to. 

1383. Mr. Craven Berkeley^ Have ymu attended to the registration of voters 
the last two years ? — I have four or five years. 

1384. Do you think that the working of the present system of the registration 
of voters is satisfactory, or do you think it might be amended? — I think it rniglit 
be improved. 

1385. What suggestions would you throw out by way of improvement f-yl 
think that when a person has once proved liis qualification, he ought not again 
to be called upon to substantiate his vote a second time, but at the expense ot 
the party malting the objection. 

1386. Mr. Walpole.} Would you have a mark set against his name? — Yes. 

1387. Mr. Craven Berkeley^ Supposing that a person had proved his vote, 
and continued in possession of his freehold for a year, and at the end of that tune 
had lost his qualification, how would you proceed ? — I should say that the 

who made the objection to him should prove the fact, that that should not la 
upon the voter, but upon the person making the objection. 

1388. Would not that be calling upon him to prove a negative ? —By no 

means, because it would be some positive act of his which would have depny 
the voter of the qualification ; it would be for the objector to prove, that having 
once had a qualification, he had disposed of it. „ , 

1389. Mr. il/i/ner Gibsoni} Are you upon the register for North Stator' - 

shire ? — I am. . 

,390. Are 
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1 390. Are you sure that your vote was not objected to ?— Yes ; I stand in two J G. Hiern 
parishes, and I am not aware that I was objected to in either. ' 

J391. Mr. Craven BeT]teley.'\ Supposing one gentleman had sold his freehold 27 March 184.6. 
to another gentleman at a distance, how could you call upon the objector to 
prove that If he became bankrupt, or had sold his property, that would be an 
affirmative fact which could be easily proved. 

1392. But supposing that a private sale had taken place ?— You could ascer- 
tain that by another person coming in his place, and sending in a fresh claim. 

1393. Mr. Walpole.'l Would it not answer the object which you have in view, 
if you gave larger costs in the case of a person objected to a second time ? — I 
think if a person has once proved his qualification, he should not be again called 
upon to prove it. 

1394. If you had costs given would not that answer the purpose ?— I think it 
should fall upon the objector, because after having taken the trouble of at- 
tending two or three times, people do not like again to attend. 

1393. Were many of the objections that were made held by the barrister 
frivolous and vexatious ? — Very few; because he required an amendment to be 
made with respect to the place of abode of each claimant ; the prior barrister 
had struck off that as not being required. 

1396. Were costs given in any cases? — In very few cases ; only in three or 
four cases ; and the costs allowed were very trifling in amount. 



Martis, 31 “ die Martii, 1846 . 



MEMBERS present: 



Mr. Hodgson Hinde. 
Mr. Wrightson. 

Mr. C. Wood. 

BIr. Newdegate. 

Mr. Milner Gibson. 



Mr. C. Berkeley. 
Mr. Adderley. 

Mr. Stuart Wortley 
Mr. Bankes. 

Mr. Walpole. 



VISCOUNT SANDON, in the Chair. 



Robert P. JVillock, Esq., Examined. 

1397. Chairman.] YOU are postmaster of Manchester ? — I am. 72. p. Willoch'B.s<{. 

1398. Do you recollect the circumstance of a number of notices being brought 

to you for posting on the 23 d of August ? — I perfectly well remember. 31 Mai ch 1846. 

1399. You can give us an account of that posting ; you distinguish that from 
the common posting of letters by the particular circumstances under which they 
are posted ; they are open papers ? — They are presented open. 

1 400. So that you are always cognizant of the nature of the communication 
to which you affix the stamp ? — Quite so. 

1401. Mr. C. Wood."] You are required to compare the duplicate with the one 
sent? — Yes. 

1402. Chairman^ Three copies are sent? — Sometimes three, and sometimes 
two. 

1403. Then two copies are brought for you to compare and stamp ?— Yes. 

1404. Do you recollect any particular circumstances attending the appear- 
ance of a number of notices before you on the 22 d and 23 d of August ? — I 
recollect that we had a great deal of trouble. 

1405. State the particulars ? —On the 21 st of Angust we received about 2,800 ; 
on the 22 d we received about 4,560 ; on the 23 d we received 3 , 760 . 

1406. Any more ? — Again on the evening of the 23 d, and the evening of the 
24 th (I have put the two together), we received about 12 , 200 . 

1407. Were you present in the office yourself? — Not on the first presentation, 

I was not ; I was in my private office. 

1408. Were you personally present on the 22 d? — I was present during the 
whole of the day in some part of my department. 

1409. Were any posted on the 25 th 'i — A few were posted on the 25 th. 

^410. Have you got the number ? — A very small portion, indeed ; 1 will refer 

0.41. K 4 
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R.p.Willock,t%<{. to tlie correspondence I had with the Post-office at that time, when I made 

J 1 a full report ; I will just show the form in which they were presented at my office 

31 March 1846. and to which I strongly objected. 

\The form toas handed inJ] 

1411. These are specimens of the whole ? — Not of the whole ; this is another 
specimen— in another forni] ; those which required a duplicate I objected 
to ; they were not presented separately ; consequently, they gave us a great deal 
of trouble. 

1 41 2. Each sheet comprised four objections ? — Yes. 

141 3. CkairmanJ] You objected on account of the trouble imposed upon youl 
— Yes, so much so, that I told my clerh, if he had not received them, and had 
consulted me, I would not have allowed them to be received at aU; they 
were received, and therefore I did not think it my duty to send them out of 
the office. 

1414. You stated some phjection, but that was overcome ; in what way?— 
By Mr. Acland’s stating he had done it for the convenience of the office, and in 
conformity with the Act of Parliament. 

1415. And that you had no right to object? — Why, he rather overcame me in 
that respect. 

' 1416. Mr. Nezvdegate.'] I suppose you had before seen objections passed 
through the Post-office? — Repeatedly. 

1417. Is this the usual form in all respects ?— That is not the usual form; vre 
never received them in that form before. 

1418. May I ask you whether that check-mark which divides the four is not 
unusual ? — \The witness inspected the form.'\ — That is unusual, because it is only 
with a view to'divide them. 

1419. ^Iv.Wrightson.'l Did that mode of sending them increase the business 
of your office ? — It increased our labours very considerably, because we had to 
cut and to fold them. 

1420. Chairman.'] You objected to their being delivered in this form in the 
first instance, but after some objection from Mr. Acland you consented to receive 
them? — Yes. 

1431. Then you stamped them, or saw them stamped? — We stamped them; 
we stamp each. 

1 422. Did you despatch on the 21st all those you received ? — I think we did. 

1423. You received 4,560 on the 22d ; did you despatch all those? — Tlie 
greatest portion of them ; nearly all of them. 

1424. On the 23d you received 3,760 more; what number did you despatch? 
— I should say the whole of those on that day. 

1425. Then you received, between the 23d and the 24th, 12,200? — Yes. 

1426. Did you despatch all those on the 24th ?— Oh, no ; I do not know that 
I am quite correct in saying that we despatched all those on the previous day. 

1427. What did you do with those that arrived on the evenings of the 23d 
and 24th? — We allowed them to remain in the office till we could stamp them, 
compare them and forward them. 

1428. They were brought en masse to the office? — Yes. 

1429. Did you not stamp them as fast as they came in? — We could not do it. 

1430. Neicdegate.] Owing to the number ? — Yes. 

1431 Chairman!] Then they were not stamped on the day of which they bore 
the stamp ? — Yes ; every one was stamped with the date of the day on which 
they were posted. 

1432. Mr. C. Wood.] Then they were left in the office, and you stamped them 
and despatched them as fast as you could ?~They w'ere all stamped on the day 

. they were put in. I do not know exactly the very day that they were put in, 
but they bore the same date as the day they were put in. 

1433- The letters of the 25tliwere stamped on the 23d? — No; those that 
came on the 25th were stamped on the 25th. 

1434. Mr. Stuart JVortley,] Those that you despatched on the 25th were 
stamped on the 23d? — No ; those that came on the 23d were stamped with that 
date, and those that came on the 24th were stamped on the 24th. 

1435- Mr. C. Wood.] Were they despatched on the same day?— No. 

143^- Chairman.] The stamp was an indication of the day on which you re- 
ceived 
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ceived them, but not of the day on which they left your office? — Not of the day 
on which they left our office. 

1437. Mr. Stuart Wortley.'\ They were stamped on the day on which they 
were put in, but not despatched till a day or two afterwards? — Certainly. 

1438. Ckairman.l Is it the rule of the Post-office that the mark put on is not 
the mark of the day on which the letters leave the office ? — It is the rule to mark 
the day on which the letters are posted, whether they leave on that day or not. 

1439. Would not all those letters also bear on the outside the 
post-mark of the day on which they were despatched ?— No. 

1440. Chairman.] Do they generally put two stamps on a letter, a stamp on 
the day of posting and a stamp on the day of departure ? — We never stamp them 
but once. 

1441. Have you ever two stamps for letters, one marking the day of posting 
the letter, and the other the day on which the letter actually quits the office ? — 
No. 

1442. Mr. C. Wood.] Are not these documents stamped on the face of them? 
—Certainly. 

1443. Not the same thing as a post-mark ? —It is ; but in this instance it was 
intended to show the date of registration as well as the post-mark. 

\_Another form washandad in.] 

1444. Mr. Adderley.] Do I understand that, supposing some of those that 
were despatched on the 25 th were posted on the 23 d, that the stamp of the 23 d 
was put upon them on the 25 th ? —It was. 

1445. If they were all stamped on the 23 d, what was the cause of the delay ? 
—They were not all stamped on the 23 d ; they were every one stamped with the 
date of the day on which they were put in. 

1446. Chairman^ You were left on the 24 th with a number of letters already 
stamped, but which you had to distribute and despatch to their separate destina- 
tions ?—Not all ready stamped. 

1447. And you stamped some of them on the following day? — Yes ; with the 
date of the preceding day. 

1448. Mr. C. Wood.] What are the dates upon those stamps? — [handing some, 
papers to the Witness.] — Manchester, August 24 th. 

1449. The next ? — I think that is Birmingham, August 27 th. 

1450. There is another Manchester mark? — That has been stamped wrong, 
and it has been effaced. 

1451. Mr. Stuart Worthy^ I want to know what the com’se of the business 
was ; I think I understand you that in general the stamp indicates the day on 
which the letter is posted ? — Yes. 

1452. I suppose in the ordinary course of things, on the day on wliich the 
letters came in, you stamped them, and despatched them accordingly? — They were 
despatched by the first mail after posting. 

H 53 - Upon those days, I understood you, that there was such an extraordinary 
influx of notices and letters that you were unable to despatch them ? — Certainly, 
that was the cause. 

^ 454 - And you were also unable to stamp them? — Also unable to stamp 
them j the force of the office could not possibly do it. 

1455- What did you do ; did you lay by that particular class of letters that 
day which appeared to be objections to votes, or did you indiscriminately stamp 
letters of all descriptions? — We put those on one side till the business would 
allow us to attend to them. 

H56. You laid aside those that appeared objections to votes ? — Yes. 

H 57 - You laid them aside, without any letters ? — W e did not stop any letters. 

Where were they placed? — They were placed upon a table in the 

1459. And left there till the next day 1 — They were left there to wait for our 
convenience to despatch them. 

1460. Was the influx so great you were notable to stamp some until the 

25 th f-It was. 

. H6i. Suppose you stamped a document on the 25 th with the stamp of the 
•tv means had you of knowing it actually came in on the 23 d ? — Because 
a had been kept separate. 

H62. How ? — They came in in large masses, in folio sheets of this descrip- 
0 - 4 ' • L tion 



R.P. WUlock, Esq. 
31 March 1846. 
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tion \e.vhibiting one,]— and they had a note upon them showing what daytliey j 

came in. 0 v 

146^. A note on the packet?— Ves. , • 

1464. Were tkey packed up in any thing ?— No, they came in this way, fresh 
65!^ aTirman.'] As to the duplicate which the objector is entitled to detain, ' 

when did he get that?— Those were sent back again. 1 

1466 Mr «MartTTor%.] They were retained m the oflice for some time !- 
Till it was convenient to send them back ; they came uyi for them ; when they i 

brought one lot they took another back. , „ v 

1467. Mr. Newdegate.] You were m the office at the time those were de- 
livered? Yes. yr. „ TIT A 1 J 

1468 Who delivered them at your office ?— Mr. Acland. 

1469. All of them?— Most of them ; I believe all ; I cannot say aU, hedelivered : 

agreatpgt ^0^ see no other person bringing them?— Other persons might 
bring them ; i did not see them ; 1 was not always m the office where they were 
received 

1471. ' Were you present when this Mr. Acland delivered them ?— I have seen 

Mr. Acland, and 1 believe he did bring most of them. . 

1472. Mr. Smart irortki/.] Can you account for some of those notees having 
been despatclied on the same day they were put in. the 23d?— I believe the 
whole of those posted in the morning were despatched on the 23d, because tlieie 

was not so large a number. , • , in. a: -i 

1473. Mr. C. JVood.] What was tlie last day on which they left your office? 

— I think on the 25th. t 

1474 Mv. Stuart Wortley.] T\\?ith\ind\e—[handi 7 ig it to theWttness]- 3 .'p^^Ts 
to be all stamped throughout by the office on the 23d, and yet not to have 
arrived at Leek till the 27th? -At Leek and Congleton ; they might leave on 
the 26th, and would not get to Congleton till the 27th- 

1475. Chairman.'] The ordinary course of post would be a few hours between 
Manchester and Congleton ?-It would be during the night ; they would not get 
there till the following day; we despatch them at eight o clock m the evenmg, 
if any are posted after that hour, they would not go till the following day , they 

would lose a day. , , i ..i c-iA ;n 

1476. Mr. Stmrt Wortlei).] They were most of them stamped on the iddm 

•your office? — Yes. , , t i 

1477. Can you tell us when they were actually despatched ?— I can only tell 

by seeing the date of the arrival at the correspondmg office; ‘see mam oi 
these arrived on the 26th, and some on the 27th, though they bear the Man- 
Chester post-mark of the 23d. ^ 

1478. I suppose all those that were stamped on the 23d were not actually 
despatched till the 25th or 26th? — No. 

1470. Or the 27th ?— Not the 27th ; T think none later than t^ 2bth. 

1480. Just look at these ; were these despatched from 7°^^ 

[handing another bundle to the Witness.]-Some of these would be despatcn^ 
on the 25th, and some on the 26th, the same as the others ; they wou g 

saraemail. , . , thp 30tli 

1481. Here are two that we have been told were received on -MgiKt “ 

and September the 1st, that bear your stamp on the 23d ‘A ’24ft; 

stamp does that bear 1 -[/mniwg- n to (/« 

this is a mis-sent one, consequently that would make a delay , 

numbers mis-sent. , , . , nntiresvrere 

1482. Mr. Adderley.] Can you state the last day on which any noti 

despatched ?— The 26th. ncu, . t .-noTiot state wW 

14S3. Mr. Nmdegate.'] What number on the 26th ?— I cannot 
number ; I beheve we cleared the office of them on the 26th ; w 
and day to get rid of them. 

1484. Did you receive any on the 26th ? — No, we did not. 

1485. You did receive some on the 25th ? — A few in the 
14.86. Chairman:] Did you stamp those with the mark ot 

^™487!^Mr. Smart Wortky] Do I understand that you did despatch som 

the 23d?— We did despatch some on the 23d. ' ,488. Wo» 
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14SS. How did you make the selection of those you despatched, and those n p miUch Em 
you did not ? — We took them before us. ' 

14S9. How do you mean? — What I mean is this, I cannot say that we 31 March 1846. 
took them exactly in rotation according to the days on which they had been 
stamped. 

1490. Chairman.] You took them according to the priority of appearance in 
your office? — Perhaps we might do so in some instances. 

1491. They were filed up together, and you stamped them, and distributed 
them as they came under your hands ?— No ; we kept them separately. 

1492. You made no selection ? — We did ; of course we gave a preference to 
those that came on the 23 d, rather than those that came on the 24 th ; I cannot 
say that they were done with that regularity that I could swear to it, because I 
see that some of these are stamped with the mark of the 23 d, and they do not 
appear to have been despatched till the 25 th. 

1493. Mr. Stuart Wortley.] You did not stamp them with your own band? — 

No. 

1 494. Did you receive them with your own band from Mr. Acland ? — No ; my 
clerk received them. 

1495. You act in the office yourself? — Certainly. 

149b. You do not receive or stamp them ? — No. 

1497. Then, of your own knowledge, you are not able to say that those 
stamped on the 23 d were delivered on the 23 d ? — I cannot swear that they were ; 
that is the system, according to my instructions. They were followed up as 
closely as possible ; we have an immense mass of letters ^ the town delivery will 
average 140,000 or 150,000 a week; our number for despatch would be as great 
or greater than that. e have an immense forward business ; and a mass 
of this description coming in, so much out of the usual course, it was im- 
possible that the business could be done with as much regularity as on other 
occasions. 

1498. The staff was not sufficient to supply the means of despatching such a 
number ? — No ; it would have employed almost double the number. Every one 
has to be compared, and looked over ; there are four stamps required on each 
sheet. 

1499* might have happened by mistake that some notices delivered on 
the 24 th had been stamped the 23 d ? — It might so have happened. 

1500. In short the office was overdone ? — Itwas. In fact, I did everything 
I possibly could, and more than I was justified in doing. Had I been aware 
that we should have had any thing like that number, it was my duty to write to 
London for an increased force to receive them, 

1 501 . Would that have enabled you to do it ? —If we had had a place on pur- 
pose for it. 

1502. Chairman.] You think, generally speaking, the mark outside a letter 
ought to be considered an indication of the time of despatch, as well as of the 
time of receipt ? — No ; the time of posting. 

1503- Have you ever known any other cases in which you have stamped 
subsequently to and on a different day from that on which you would affix the 
stamp in the regular course ? — Yes ; we sometimes put a second stamp on when 
a letter has missed the mail, which will arise from wrong sorting. Suppose a 
letter posted on the 24 th, and that letter missed the London mail, and could 
iiot go till the following morning, I should order the clerk to put on the date 
of the morning that it was despatched, and that would show how the delay had 
arisen. 

1504* Then you conceive, generally speaking, that the stamp on the outside 
of a letter is considered, and ought to be, an indication of the day when that 
letter left the office ?— No ; for a letter might be posted on the 24 th, and could 
not leave till the 25 th. 

^505. If I see a mark of the 24 th or the 25 th, have I reason to presume that 
the letter left on the day of which I see the stamp r— If it were posted in time. 

J506. In some cases, you say, when you have found yourself unable to de- 
spatch letters on the day which the first stamp indicated, you have put a second 
stamp to remove all doubt? — That case would not occur, except by accident. 

1.507. Mr. C. Wood.] Is it not the rule to despatch a letter by the first mail 
Much departs after it is put in ? — Yes, if posted in time ; we close at half-past 

Ml- l 2 six 
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six for the despatch of the London mail ; if put in at sexen, unless a fee is paid, 
we should not despatch that letter. j ? tu j » i 

1S08. With what date would that letter he stamped'— 1 he date of the day 
on which it was put in ; not the day when it left : we have a moveable letter in 
our Stamp, which would show why that letter had not been forwarded by the 

mail of the day which it bore the date of. 

j sou Chairman.'] You have some mark by which you could ascertain whether 
it did or not leave the office on the day on which the stamp was affixed?- 
Yes 

1510 Mr. Stuart Wortlai.] Does that appear on the face of it?— No. 

15 11 Mr Aildeiiw.] Has any such case of choking occurred on any other 
occasion! have yon ever had your office choked in this way before ? -Never. 

1512. Have you seen reason, upon this occasion, to find fault with any of 

your clerks, or dismiss any?— I have not w ro * t 

1513 There is one notice there which has the stamp of the 1st of September; 
would any mis-sorting of that letter account for its having been received so late 

as the 1st of September ?— Yes. „ 

1 5 14. If it was delivered on the 26th ?— If it was despatched on the 25th. 

1515. There are no less than six days between that and its arrival ?—Mis-sent 
to some other office, but not returned in due course from that office. 

1516 It must have lain four or five days in the other office ? -Probably. 

1517. Mr. Stuart JVortley.] Can you tell what number you despatched on 
the 23d f— No ; 1 can tell the number we received. 

1518 Did you despatch any of them on that day ? - Yes, a good many on that 
day On the 23d, in the early part of the morning, we received 3,760 ; again 
in the evening a large mass of them ; those of that evening and the following day 
amounted to 12,200. 

1519. Mr. Naedegale] 'What is the total number I — 23,320. 

1520. Have you counted those which were delivered on the 2.5th r— There were 

very few on the 25th. , vj . 

1531. Did you state that there were 257 on the 25th.'-— I did not state any 

*"*1522. Mr. Stuart 'Wmtley^ Was each bundle labelled of the day it came in? 
We put them aside in the office, putting a label to say what day they came in. 

1523. Chairman] What is the greatest number you have ever stamped in a 

day 1 — I really cannot tell. , 1 . a ?_T 

1524. What number of letters has passed through your hands in one oay . 

cannoya^o^ s^d 150,000 a week?— From 130,000 to 140,000, or 150,000; 
our average is about 135,000 ; those are for distribution, our own delivery. 

1526. Is that the number that passed through your hands for stamping ?- 
No j that depends also upon the number posted. 

1527. You stamp thoseyou receive, and deliver them? — les. 

1 528. That would be above 300,000 ? — Yes. f mr> in a 

1529. If you divide that by seven, you get the average of what you sta p 

day?— Yes. _ , •i.-i. Ur?— Yes’ 

1530. Something about 40,000 you may stamp in a day habiraauy . ’ 

we never count the number ; we count the number received ' 

■we count every month ; we do not count the number going through the 0 

1531. You thought that would beabout equivalent?^ — Yes. 

1532. What you would have as increase upon some 40,000 or 50,0 ^ 

be about 12,200 in this one day?— Yes. ^ 

1533. Did those really occupy your strength stamping 

continually, because the stampers had to assist in other things, tying P -gj. 
the clerks assisted ; in fact, I was obliged to call in the letter-carriers 
the stamping is laborious work ; every one is done separately. 

1534. You were aware that those notices, when marked 

were to have the legal effect of proving tlie notices being received by 
objected to on the day on which they would have received the notice m 
of post after the date of your stamp ? — I am not aware that woui 
effect. 

1535. Not a legal effect, your stamping ?-No. , of 

153.6. Mr. Stuart Wortley.] Was your attention not drawn to 
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Parliament by the Post-office?— Certainly ; on the first commencement of the R.P 
registration. “ 

1537- aware that it was the duty of the Post-office to compare the 3^ 

notice of objection with the duplicate ?~ Yes ; that we do. 

1538. Was it done? — ^Yes. 

1539. That would throw an amazing additional labour upon you ? — Certainly ; 
reading them over to see that they corresponded. 

1540. Practically, who was that done by ; by the clerks ? — Yes. 

1541. Chairman.'] Did you receive notice beforehand that this influx was 
corning in upon you ? — No j in fact, it came upon us at last, and quite over- 
whelmed us. 

1542. Mr- AdderUy.] Can you state whether any of those notices were so in- 
correctly directed, that they could not he despatched without any post-town upon 
them ? — Yes, there were some. 

1543. Any great number?— I cannot say; among such a number as we re- 
ceived there would be a great number. 

1544. As most of them emanated from Manchester, supposing they were 

returned from the Dead Letter Office, they would come through your office 
again ? — ^Yes. , 

1545. Were there any?- I do not recollect that there were any came through 

the Dead Letter Office. • • ^ 

1546. Mr. Newdegate.] With reference to stamping these notices, it is the 
duty of the clerk to look at the notice, and ascertain that the person’s name for 
whom it is intended is identical in the duplicate with that upon the notice which 
is forwarded?-- Yes. 

1547. Supposing they did not correspond, should you refuse to forward the 
notice? — We should put them on one side. 

1548. You would not forward them?— We should put them on one side, and 
call the attention of the objector to them._^ 

154Q. The person who delivered them r — Yes. , i 

1550. Mr. Stuart JVortley.] Has the head of the Post-office issued any regula- 
tions or orders for you, as to the course you are to pursue ? -Yes. , ‘ 

1551. Have you any objection to let us knowwhat the orders arer 1 cannot 

repeat it: it is a large instruction. ^ ^ 

1552. Have you separate instructions as to the mode of dealing with notices 01 

objection? — Yes, w'e have. . , 

1,553. Mr. Adderley.] Had you no complaint that a good many never arrived 
at ail from any office? — I do not think we had. u * 

1554. Chairman ] What did you do with those whose directions you could not 
ascertain ? — We sent them back to Mr. Acland. -n * a: 

1555- Mr. Stuart Worthy:] Have you any directions from the Post-office as 
to what you are to do when you do not find ffiem correspond? The ms rue 10ns 
are according to the Act of Parliament. .j .i, * 

1556. “In all cases in which such fee shall have been duly paid, the post- 
master shall compare the said notice and the duplicate, and on being satisfied 
that they are alike in their address and in their contents, shall forward one ot 
them to its address by the post, and shall return the other to the party 
-Yes, we do that. , , , , 

15.57. Supposing that you are not satisfied that they do correspond, have 
you any directions as to what you are to do?— We shouM return the two. 

1558. Have you any directions from the head office No doubt there is. 

1559* You cannot tell us at this moment ?— No ; it is a very . 

1 .560. Mr. Milner Gibson.] All the notices were clear of the office by the Zbth 
—Yes. 

1561. In the North Warwickshire case, the court opening on the 22d of 

September, there were 25 clear days intervening between the opening ol tne 

revising barrister's court and the departure of the notices from your o ce 
1 suppose there was. „ , 5 

1562. At least, there must have been, if they all left on the 2bth r les. 

1563. Mr. Stuart Worthy:] Was there anything of the kind m ay Pre- 
vious year?— We never had above 1,000 or 2,000 from all parties, and those 
came over the three or four days which are allowed for posting. t k r ..ra 

1564. Were the whole of those 23,000 posted by Mr. Acland.'' e le 
they were. 



0.41. 
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Willoch, Enq. 
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-J! F milcck Esq. 1565. Mr. Nervdegale.] You caanot speak to that of your own knowledge ?_ 

L I cannot say that Mr. Acland brought them all ; I saw him several times in the 

31 March 184.6. office. 

1566. Bringing them?- -Yes. 

1567. Ml. Milner Gibson.'] You do not happen to know whether each vote 
objected to would require two or three notices ; as, for instance, if an owner was 
objected to, it would he necessary that notice should be served upon him and 
another upon the tenant, and another upon the overseer, so that one objection 
would lead to three notices ? — Yes. 

1568. So that, in some cases, you would have to divide by tliree, in order to 
get the number of objections made ? Yes. 

1569. Chairman.] In what way do you act if you find such directed merely to 
country villages without post-towns, so as to leave you at a loss where to send? 

-We look at a Gazetteer, and get the information in the best way we can ; 

that is the case with common letters ; they are frequently addressed to the name 
of a farm without naming the post-town; frequently the township without the 
county or post-town. 

1570. Should you stamp equally those you know how to distribute, and those 
which you do not? — No ; I conceive vre should not do that ; before we put the 
stamp on we should examine them. 

1571. Before you put on the stamp you would ascertain that the directioa 
was such as to enable you to send out the letter? — Yes. 

1572. You would send out the letter upon the best conjecture you could 
form? — Yes. 

1573- You would return, and refuse to stamp a letter, the direction of which 
was so uncertain as not to enable you to send it ? — Yes. 

1574. Mr. Stuart JVortley.] You said, that those that were not properly 
directed were returned to Mr. Acland; why should you return them to Mr. Acland? 
—Because he was the agent ; the party who brought them to the office. 

1575. Ordinary letters you would return to the writers? — In the ordinary 
course we should send them to the Dead Letter Office ; we have no right to open 
a letter ; these were all delivered to us open. 



Mrs. 
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1576. Chairman.'] YOU are the postmistress of Birmingham? — Yes. 

1577. Mr. Newdegate!] Do you remember about the 21st, 22d, 23d, 24th or 
25th of August last, that there were any great number of objections to voters 
posted at your office? — No. 

1578. Were a number of objections received last year at your office?— Yes. 

1 579. About what time ? — The 27th of August. 

1580. Where did those come from ? — Manchester. 

1581. All?— All from Manchester. 

1582. By the regular course of post-office transmission ? — Yes. 

1583. At your office?— Yes. 

1584. There were none posted by parties in the town ? — No ; I believe not. 

1 585. You do not remember ?— I think not. 

1586. Have you any recollection of the number you received fromManches* 

ter? — The clerk averaged them at 1,400 or 1,500. ^ 

1 587. Were they all directed to persons either in Birmingham or North war- 

wickshire ?— Or the neighbourhood; chiefly the neighbourhood. 

1,588. When you say neighbourhood, do you mean in Warwickslure or t e 
adjoining neighbourhood ? — In the Birmingham delivery. ^ 

1589. You are not prepared to state whether they were confined to the War 
wickshire side of Birmingham? — I cannot say I am ; I should tliink they were. 

1 590. To the best of your recollection they were ? — Yes. . 

1591. Do you remember forwarding any number to other post-offices ir 
youra ? — No, they were chiefly for Birmingham. 

1592. Do you remember any packets that were to be transmitted through j 
office to other post-offices ? — No ; I do not think there were any. 

1593. And those all arrived on one day? — The greater number. ^ 

3594. Did you find any difficulty in transmitting them to the parties • 

did manage it, but it was with difficulty ; it did impede the business, but by gf 
exertion the clerks got the mails off. 
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159.5. You succeeded in transmitting them? — Yes. Mr*. 

1596. On the day ?— Yes ; because they arrived in the night ; the delivery did 

not take place till morning. 

1597. They were delivered upon the morning of the 28th ? — Yes. 

1598. No notices that you remember were delivered at your office by persons 
coming apparently from the neighbourhood, but all these you speak of were 
transmitted to you from Manchester ? —Yes. 

1599. Mr. Adderky.'\ Did any notices arrive after the 27th? — A few, I 
believe. 

1600. How late was the latest? — I am not prepared to say. 

ibot . Can you say the last day you received notices ? — They were noted more 
particularly the 27th ; some prior and some subsequently. 

1602. Any as late as the 30th ? — I do not know ; I could not speak to that. 

1603. There were some later than the 27th ?— Yes, there were. 

1604. Were any returned from your Dead Letter Office ? — A good many. 

1605. Mr. Newdegate.'\ Did any parties come to your office to inquire about 
these objections?— No. 

1606. Mr. Stuart Wortley.l Can you give us any notion of the number of 
letters that passed through your office in the course of the week? — About 
64,000. 

1607. Do you mean letters delivered out of your office, or do you include 
letters that pass through ? — Those that pass through. 

1608. Were you able to deal with those 1,500 objections with your usual 
number of clerks ? — Yes ; not without difficulty, it was by extra exertion. 

1 609. You did manage to deal with them, and despatch them in due course ? — 

Yes. 

1610. Mr. Ne'wdegate?\ Do you remember receiving anything like so large a 
number of objections before? — No. 

1611. I suppose you have seen objections transmitted through your post-office 
before ? — Yes. 

1612. Nothing like this number? — Nothing to equal the number. 

1613. Mr. Stuart PFortley.'] They were all in your office, and all stamped on 
the day that they passed through ? — Yes. 

1614. What is the course of post from Manchester to you ? — ^They arrived in 
Birmingham at 40 minutes past 1. 

1615. In the day ? — In the night. 

1616. They would leave Manchester on the night of the 26th, and arrive at 
40 minutes past 1 at your office ? — Yes; one in the morning. 

1617. Mr. Adde/iey.] Did it ever occur to you to have more letters posted at 
your office than you could despatch?— No. 

1618. Never? — Never ; we alwaj^s contrived to get them out. 

i6ig, Supposing it did happen, how should you stamp those that were re- 
ceived the day before they were despatched ; would they be stamped on the day 
they were posted, or the day they were despatched ?— On the day they would 
arrive. 

1620. Even if they were sent out another day ?~They would be re-stamped ; 
stamped the previous day, and bearing another stamp also. 

1021. Mr. Stuart Worlky.'] The question is this : supposing upon any day 
such a number came in that you could not stamp them, and you were not able 
to despatch them till the next day, for which day should you stamp them ? — If 
they were in time they would receive the stamp of the day on which they 
arrived. 

1622. lam supposing you have not time, and you must keep them till the 
next day 1 — That case has not occurred. 

1623. Viv. Addcrlcy.'\ What should you do in such a case? — There is no 
specific order. 

1624. Supposing you had 12,000 objections put into your office in any day, 
do you suppose you could deal with them with your ordinary number of cl^ks ? 

—I do not suppose we could. 

Mr. George Nall, Postmaster of Leek ; Examined. 

^^1625. Ckairman.'\ DO you remember the chcumstances attending the receipt Mr. George NaU. 
T 3 of notices of objection towards the end of August last year?-— 

1 do. 

0.41. L 4 1626. Do 
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1626. Do you remember at what time you received them ?— A great portion 
of them on the 27th of August, and a number on the 28th, and a few later than 

Look to the bundle under your hand ? — Tliese have passed through the 

Leek Post-oiEce. .1 , a r 

1628. Will you state what are the dates you find upon them?— A few on the 

^^t62™.'^Do'^you find any later than the 27th ?— The greater portion of those are 

the 27th ; there were some on the 28th. , , ^ . - -ni , 

1630. What was the Manchester post-mark that they borer— Ihe 24th on 

many of these, and Leek the 27th. ^ ■ a 1 1 a ai , 

1 tioi . Was it usual with you to perceive so long an mtenml between the date 
of departure from Manchester and the receipt at Leek ?— We generally receive 
them on the following day, unless they are posted after five 0 clock in Man- 
Chester, and then they are two days in arriving. 

1632. Mr. Jdderley:] Can you state whether any of those that arrived late 
were signed by a Leek man of the name of Davenport ?— They were. 

1633. Mr. Netcdegate.'] All those that were transmitted to you from Man- 
chester! — ^Yes. a V ai v 

1634. Mr. Stuart Wortlaj.] Can you give any account of the number yon 
received at that time, in round numbers ?— I believe I can ; these appear all to 
he signed by Mr. Nathan Davenport, of Leek. 

1635. How many did you receive from Manchester on the 27th, and a few 
days subsequent, altogether ?— The total number for delivery in Leek and the 
neighbourhood were 512 ; that is, in the Leek delivery I would say. 

1636. Mr. Jdderley ] What is your usual number of notices that you receive 

at that time of the year ? — I have no memorandum. .am 

1637. About what did you ever receive before ; as many as a hundred? -No, 

I think not. 

1638. Fifty? — Perhaps not ; not more than fifty. 

1639. Chairman.} You distributed those as soon as you could in course of post' 

— I did. , fl. 

1640. Mr. Jdderley.'] Did any notices coming from Manchester to your office 
come so misdirected that they lay in the Dead Letter Office ?— There were many 

So that they were returned to the Dead Letter Office ?— Many did not 
belong to the Leek district ; they were addressed to certain houses, the post- 
town of which I did not know, and they were sent many of them into Ohesmre, 
they appeared as if they belonged to Cheshire, hut the post-town was not known 

^’542 Mr. JVewdegate.] That is, you mean they were intended for Cheshire! 
—They were. I think at the bottom, perhaps the county stated was Stafford or 
Cheshire; hut not knowing the locality where the particular 
I did not know what post-town to send them to ; therefore I sent them to 

nearest post-towE I could conjecture. ,innn roniec- 

1643, Chairman.] They had been sent to you from Manchester upon conje 

ture that Leek was the post-town?— They were. instance 

1644 Mr Whatsortof direction was theredescribed?—lorinsiaii i 

“ Mr. James Brown, such a farm, Staffordshire or Cheshire.’ 

1645. Mi. Newdegate.} Did it state upon the 

shire ?— On the bottom of them inside. If you examine a f™. ^ w merely 
see what I mean ; for instance, there is one not stating the post-town, but J 

the division of the county-[/i«w&g-opa;)er in]. . ™„ieoture? 

1 646. In such cases you were obliged to forward those objections on conj 

1647. Mr. Adderley.} What should have induced the Manchester office to sen 

such letters to you? — They would send them on conjei^ure. 

1648. Why to Leek, any more than to Stafford?— They would seud 

places perhaps on conjecture. * r t ooV They 

1649. those were signed by Mr. Nathan Davenport of 

1650. You said some were received on the 27th, ^ 

day on which any were received ? — I have two delivered on the 

I see. 1651*^^* 
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1651. Ml'. Stuart Wortley.'l From Manchester? — lam not certain from what 
ton'll those were. 

1652. Can you state the date of the post-mark upon those received on the 3 d 
of September?— Not unless I had the notice. 

1653. Have you got it there?— There is one for Hollins Clough, in the neigh- 
bourhood of Longnor. 

1654. Did you ever have more letters posted at your office than you could 
despatch the same day? — No, I believe not. 

1655. Could you tell me, supposing such a thing happened, how you should 
stamp those despatched on a sui>sequent day ; supposing you had several thou- 
sands of letters posted on the 23 d of August, which you could not deliver on 
that day, but despatched on the 24 th, how should you stamp those despatched 
on the 24 th?— I should despatch them all at once. 

1656. Supposing you could not, how should you stamp those despatched on 
the 24 th ?— I should exercise a little discretion as to which I considered the most 
important ; such a case has not occurred to me ; it is a rare thing. 

1037. Mr. Stuart Wortley.'] You say Mr. Davenport is a Leek man ; do you 
know him personally? — I do. 

1658. Do you know his handwriting ? — Yes. 

1659. Look at this notice — \_handwg it to the Witness] — did that pass in the 
ordinary course through your office ? — It was posted at Manchester on the 24 th ; 
it bears the Newcastle stamp of the 27 th, and Leek of the 27 th. 

1660. Just look at that bundle ; you will observe they are all spelt Devenport, 
with an “ e,” except one, the one you have under your hand ? — Yes. 

1661. Turn back to the one spelt with an “ a,” and tell me whether you believe 
it to be Mr. Davenport’s handwriting ? — It does not appear to be written by the 
same hand. 

1662. Mr. Milner Gidson.] Do you happen to know when the first revising 
barrister’s court opened in North Staffordslure, after these notices were received 
and despatched by you ? —I have a letter from Mr. Davenport, written by him to 
the Post-office, which gives the date, and I believe correctly, and which contains 
a most unfounded charge against me. 

1663. Mr. Stuart /Vortley.] Written by Mr. Davenport ? — Yes. 

1664. Mr. Milner Gibson.] What is the date of the revising barrister’s court ? 
—The 10 th of October. 

1665. Upon what day were all the notices clear of your office ?— I think I 
said the 3 d of September. 

1 666. The court opened on the 4 th of October ? — On the lOtli of October. 

1667. What was the interval between the despatching of the notice and the 
time that the voter should appear in the court ? — Between the 3 d of SejDtember 
and the 10 th of October ; there would be a month and seven days. 

1668. In point of fact, there were five or six weeks between the despatch of 
the notices and the sitting of the court? — There were. 

1669. Mr. Stuart JVortky.] Did you say you had a letter of Mr. Davenport’s ? 
—I did. 

1670. Will you let me see the signature ; have you the original? — No, it is 
in the general post-office : this is a copy of the letter which was sent to me to 
reply to. 

1671. Mr. Adderley.] You say Mr. Davenport has made a charge against you 
connected with this subject? — -Yes. 

George Whateley, Esq., further Examined. 

1672. Have you any explanation to give? — I wish to give some explanation of 
an apparent discrepancy in the opinions 1 expressed in my former examination, 
with respect to objections against proved voters. In answer to the 286 th question, 
I stated I was willing to exempt proved voters from being objected to, except 
upon the ground of change of qualification ; I ought to have qualified that answer, 
ky stating that I would also allow a proved voter to be objected to where the 
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entrv in tlie register -was so erroneous as to be calculated to mislead. I ttini, I 

however, it would be better to allow proved voters to be objected to generally, ' 

under the penalty, however, of increased costs (as I stated in a former pait 
of my examination), incase the same qualification which had been for- , 

merly proved, should be again substantiated upon the merits. When I use ! 

the words “ same qualification,” I do not mean to exclude the objector 
from inquiring whether that qualification though previously proved is bad 
or good, for it should not he sufficient for the party objected to merely to , 

say “ I have the same qualification that I proved last year;” I would subject 
the proved vote to the same test as a new claim, but subject to increased costs 
against the objector, if the objection failed upon the merits of the qualificatiou. 

I may say, that since I was last examined a suggestion has been made to me by 
which errors in the register might be corrected. It is proposed to me to introduce 
the power of objecting to the entry of the Christian or surname, or place of abode, 
or the nature of the qualification, or the local description of the qualification, as I 

the case may be, as being imperfect or insufficient, and that the vote should be I 

expunged, unless the party so objected to should supply the defect in the Revision | 
Court. 

1673. Mr. Newdegate.'\ Your intention, I conceive, by suggesting this altera- ' 

tion, is, to prevent a person who shall have objected indiscriminately from sbel- , 
tering himsSf against costs, under some misdescription, wliich he probably may 
notlmvebeen aware of when he made the objection?— It is. Perhaps I may be 
permitted to state that on re-consideration of the question, I am disposed to 
recommend what I hesitated about recommending in my last examination, namely, 
that every new claimant should be called upon in the first instance to substantiate , 
his vote, whether objected to or not, and thus place himself in the situation of a j 
proved voter. j 

1 674. With reference to the North Warwickshire case, it is this : that in the 
evidence you heard before the revising barrister, the number of objections 
which Worthington and Stafford admitted they had signed, exceeded the number 
which were proved by your evidence ?—Worthin^on swore he had signed 
upwards of 1 ,000 ; he also stated that Stafford liad signed 400 or 500 . 

1675. Chairman:] A suggestion has been made to this purport, that where 
on any list of voters affixed to a church-door, the local or other description of 
the qualification, or the place of abode, shall be imperfectly set forth, any elector 
or overseer of the parish may send by post a notice to the party, requiring him 
to give to the overseer, either personally or by post before the holding of the bar- 
rister’s court, or to the barrister himself, such information respecting him as 
shall enable h im to give an accurate description ; and that in the event of his not 
doing this, the barrister would be required to expunge the name; what is your 
opinion upon that suggestion? — I think that would be a desirable alteration of 
the law. 

1676. That it would enable any person who honestly wished to purge the 
existing register to do so, and at the same time discourage those who now may 
abuse that privilege of electors to deprive other parties of their votes ? — Yes. 

1677. Asameansof correcting the register ? — Yes. 

1678. Mr. Atfder/ey.] Have you these new suggestions drawn up in the shape 

of a clause?— Not at present in a shape to lay before the Committee. 

1679. Chairman.] I think you stated in a former part of your exaimnatiou 

you were apprehensive, if it were necessary to state the grounds of ol^ection 
upon the notice of objection, that it would lead to special pleading ; 
apply that equally to an obligation to state whetlier the objection lies to 
nature of the quahfication or to misdescription? — No; I see no 
compelling the objector to state the nature of his objection, but ^ . 

would be considerable disadvantage in requiring the specific grounds ot 0 j 
tion to be stated in the strict manner which is required in cases of paroc 
settlement. I draw a distinction between the nature of the objection, an 
grounds of objection. 
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Mr. C. Wood. 

Mr. Walpole. 

Mr. Stuart Wortley. 
Mr. Newdegate. 

Mr. C. Berkeley. 



Mr. Milner Gibson. 
Mr. Wrigbtson. 
Mr. Adderley. 

Mr. Villiere. 



VISCOUNT SANDON, in the Chair. 



Mr. John Wilson, Examined. 

1680. Chairman.'] YOU are a solicitor at Congleton? — Yes. 

1681. Have you had some experience in registration courts ? — I have acted 
for the district including Congleton and the neighbouring townships, in the 
southern division of the county of Chester. 

1 682. And had you occasion to look after the re^stration in that district in 
August last ? — Yes. 

1683. Will you state what took place there in regard to the service of notices 
of objection ? — Yes. 

1684.. What took place at the last registration upon the subject of notices ? — 

I must first apologize for being in somewhat an unprepared state as to documents, 
dates and numbers, inasmuch as the summons followed me to Liverpool, where 
I was engaged at the assizes ; I gave directions for my papers to be sent here, 
but they have not arrived ; I can give information as to the one particular 
district for which I was engaged, and that only in general terms ; I may 
mention there is a gentleman in attendance who attended the registration for 
the whole of the division, he will he able to supply what I shall be deficient in. 
The chief evidence I can give will be with respect to the universal signature 
to the objections of the names of twoobjectors-general, Samuel Hickton of Rood- 
lane, Congleton, and Abraham Goodwin of Sandbach. 

1685. What was the number of objections?— They were in aU about 2,000 in 
the division, and about 200 in the Congleton district. 

1686. What was the number of voters on the list in your own division? — I 
will refer the Committee to Mr. Jenkins for an answer to that (juestion. 

1687. What are the points you wish to state? — Of course there were objec- 
tions by both parties, but all the objections on one side were signed either by one 
or the other of those persons. 

1688. Mr. Newdegate^ What do you mean by one side ?— All that came from 
Manchester. 

1689. Did it appear that there had been any selection of those voters to whom 
those objections were directed ? — Yes ; they were what we call the Conservative 
party that were objected to. 

1690. Were you aware of those objections, some of them having been sent to 
any who professed free trade opinions? — No, none. 

1691. I think you attended in the revision court, did not youl — I did. 

1692. Who was the revising barrister? — W illiam Charles Tovmsend, esq. 

1693. How were the circumstances connected with this great number of ob- 
jections first brought under his notice? — ^In the first place, I thought it my duty 
to request the revising barrister, inasmuch as all the notices of objection appeared 
to come from one place, and to bear the Manchester post-mark, and as they 
■were all signed by one or other of those two persons, hut principally by Samuel 
ILckton, to require that Samuel .Hickton should be called and examined as to 
^ knowledge of the persons to whom he had made those objections, in order that 
it might be fully ascertained whether the notices really bad come from him, or 
whether he might not have signed them in blank in the first instance, and left 

parties to fill up the names as they might think proper. Upon that 
^uisition being made, the person who w^ there attending on behalf of Hickton, 
of the name of James Acland, who described himself as secretary to the Anti- 
Corn Law League, stated that, to his knowledge, they were all filled up before 
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they were signed 1 for that lie had either filled them up, or they had been all filled 
up under his own eye, and sent to Congleton to be signed by Hickton, 

1694. That referred to all the objections that Hickton signed?— Yes. 

1 695. Did that apply also to those signed by Abraham Goodwin ?— It did. 

1696. You were saying some suspicion had been excited in your mind with 
respect to the manner in which those objections had been signed by Hickton?- 

t'doy . Were you able to elicit any evidence with respect to that?— I was after- 
ward! from Hickton himself, in the manner I will mention. Upon the evidence 
given by Mr. Acland, that these objections were filled np before they were si^ed, 
the barrister did not at the time consider it his duty to call for Hickton, inas- 
much as there was proof of his siguature. 

1698. Upon some of the documents ? — Upon all, up to that time. 

1699. Being a portion of the whole? — Yes; by and by I noticed a discre- 
pancy in the signatures. Although purporting to be signed by Hickton, I noticed 
that they were in two or three different handwritings. I will show the Com- 
mittee what I mean, by producing samples of three handwritings, all signed witli 
the name of Hickton— [rte same were handed in.] 

1700. You put those in to the Committee as part of your evidence?— Yes; 
they are not my own papers, I obtained them from Mr. Jenkins. 

1701. You produce these as part of your evidence ?— Yes ; I may do so, 
inasmuch aS I have a perfect recollection of the three characters. 

1702. These appear to be signed with the name of Samuel Hickton, but ia 
three different handwritings ? — Yes ; upon that I required that Hickton should 
be produced, and the barrister then decided that he should be produced to account 
for this variation, or, if not, he would not entertain any more of Hicktoii’s notices ; 
and upon that Hickton was sent for, and examined upon oath by Mr.Townsend. In 
his examination upon oath he stated that he had signed a vast number of notices 
of objection; he could not say how many. Upon being further pressed, he said, 
no doubt more than 1,000 ; whether as many as 2,000 he could not state. 

1703. That he had himself signed?— Signed at his house. He was asked, 

“ Did you sign them all ?” “ No,” he said, ” I signed some, and my sons, by my 
direction, signed the others.” 

1 704. Meaning more than one ? — Two sons ; and that accounts for the three 
specimens of handwriting. 

1705. Did you proceed, iu the examination of Hickton, to inquire whether 
they had ascertained the parties to whom those notices were directed? -Yes; 
he was asked whether he knew the parties ; he said, “ No, I did not know any 
of their names ; I did not read one quarter of tlie notices that were set before 
me ; but I signed them away as hard as I could, I and my two sons, without 
looking at them ” 

1 706. And what did he do with them after they were signed ?— I should have 

mentioned how they came to him ; he said, a young man brought them 
who said he came from Manchester from the Anti-Corn Law League orfice, 
that that young man set them before him, and when he and his sons had com- 
pleted the signing, this young man took them back with him, as he supposed, to 
Manchester, and he saw no more of them. . 

1707. Did any evidence appear as to his having been remunerated for tto 
signing ? — I cannot distinctly state ; the question was asked, but whether be 
denied it, or whether it was not pressed, I cannot say ; he did not admit the lac . 

1 708. The evidence that you heard in that court distinctly proved that he 
acting under the direction of the parties from Manchester, from the Anti-Cora 
Law League office at Manchester? — He distinctly stated that the young ma 
brought the notices to him who was sitting in court assisting Mr. Acland ao 
the professional gentleman who appeared for them, Mr. Gibson, the towncler 
of Salford. 

1709. Where is Salford? — By Manchester. 

1710. Not in your county ? — No ; the three came together ; Mr. ,g 

town clerk; Mr. Acland, the lecturer or secretary, and this young man, w 
name did not then transpire, but who was identified by Hickton, as na d 
brought him these notices from Manchester. u a +' Porn 

1711. Did the town clerk of Salford appear as employed by the Ann- 

Law League ? — He did not state so much at the time ; it was pretty freely 
tioned afterwards ; he stated he was employed by Mr. Acland. _ ^ 
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i“i2. What were the next proceedings in the court at Congleton. You }JLt. John Wilson. 

liare mentioned that these objections were put in; that the difference of hand- 

•ftTitin^- excited your attention, and that you then, proceeded to have Hickton ® April 1846* 

examined upon oath, who deposed to the fact of these notices having been signed 

by himself and his two sons ? — Upon that the revising barrister decided that he 

should not admit any of the notices of objections signed by the sons, and it 

^vould be a great question whether he should admit any signed by the father, 

inasmuch as he admitted he knew nothing about them ; the making the 

objection was not his own act, any further than by the direction of other 

parties. 

1713. Did the revising barrister proceed to act upon that determination? — He 
did afterwards at Sandbach ; he reserved his decision till he arrived at Sandbach. 

1714. Did he proceed to hear any more of those notices at Congleton ? — It 
happened that that question arose upon the very last case under consideration at 
Congleton ; I followed the barrister’s court to Sandbach to ascertain his decision 
there ; I heard liim give the decision that he should not entertain any of the 
notices unless the signing and issuing of them were proved to be Hickton’s own 
act and deed. 

1715. Upon what grounds did he state the grounds of that decision ? — He, in 
tl^e first place, was of opinion that the objector could not delegate his authority 
to si“-n his name at all, inasmuch as the Act requires the notice of objection shall be 
si«Tied by the objector ; but independently of that, he held that the delegation of 
his authority, such as it was, by Hickton, who was a voter, to his sons, who were 
not voters, was not sufficiently given, as he did not give them sufficient instruc- 
tions ; all the instructions that appeared to he given to them were these, to sit 
down at the table, and to write away as bard asSiey could. 

1716. Mr. Walpole.'] How does that apply to an objection signed by Hickton 
himself ?— He said he did not read those signed by himself. 

lyi-. Upon what ground did the banister decide against the notices signed 
by Hickton himself? — Because, inasmuch as Hickton did not appear any more 
in any of the courts, there was no means of proving whether the notices afterwards 
produced were signed by himself or his sons. 

171 8. Mr. Newdegatel] Then, the result of the decision at Sandbach was that 
the notices which had been heard at Congleton were in many instances bad in 
themselves ? — Yes. 

1719. And therefore, from the discovery not having been made that several 
of them had been signed not by the objector, but by his sons, the result was a 
long continued and vexatious examination of parties pot in fact duly objected 
to ?1-Yes, certainly ; in the various towns where the courts were held afterwards 
(observe the revision began in Congleton,) the parties attended to maintain their 
votes, and they were not put to the trouble of doing so in the absence of the 
objector at Sandbach, and other places throughout the division. 

1720. I am speaking of Congleton. There the inquiry proceeded on those 
notices that were decided afterwards to be bad, as if they had been good notices ? 

— Up to that point. , . ^ /-v r 

1721. Were any votes struck off upon those objections at Congleton . Out of 
the 200 I mentioned, the objection was not taken till about the very last, so that 
about 200 cases had been more or less gone into for Congleton and the neigh- 
bourhood ; the result was that 19 persons were struck off, and the chief part of 
them for non-attendance. I believe the majority of those 19 to be good votes ; 

I could not prove it. 

1722. Owing to their not attending r— Yes. 

1723. You have now proceeded to Sandbach; did the name of Hickton 

again occur there upon the notices? — Yes. ^ * 1. r- j 

1724. You have mentioned another objector of the name of Abraham Oood- 
win? — Yes. 

1725. Mr. Walpole:] Did the other 180 appear?~They either appeared or 
the objections were withdrawn or were decided in their favour on other grounds. 

I should mention to the Committee that Mr. Townsend decided as to all the 
notices of objection which had been posted at Manchester, although posted in 
hme, if they were proved by the subsequent post -mark to have been delivered 
out of due time, that he should not entertain them. 

1726. ^T.Ntu'desate.] When you state these numbers, do they apply to ob- 

041. >13 jections 
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iections to voters claiming for Congleton, or the whole number heard in the 
Congleton. court?— The whole number heard in the Congleton court. 

1727. Chairman:\ What were the numbers?— I have already said that I can 
only speak generally, in the absence of my papers. I see that this newspaper 
report published at the time, states 140 ; I believe it was about that; I distinctly 
recollect that they established 19 objections, and I distinctly recollect that 
91 objections were in Congleton, and that in the township of Congleton they 
only established 13, and the merits were gone into in all those cases, except 
such as were withdrawn. 

1728. All the 91 cases in the township of Congleton were investi^ted?— Yes, 
except as I have said, and of the 28 cases in Buglawton four objections were 
substantiated, and in the case of the township of Smallwood not one out of 18 
were substantiated. Here I should state that all of these last-named went off 
on being too late ; they were not investigated. 

1729. Mr. C. fVood!\ Were you present in the further proceedings of the court 

at Sandbach? — Yes. ^ 

1730. Were you present when Mr. Gleggs vote was objected to and esta- 
blished? — Yes. 

1731. Were costs awarded inMr. Glegg’s case?— Yes. 

1732. Against Hickton ? — Yes. 

1733. Were any paid? — No. 

1734. Did the barrister make an order upon Hickton to pay ? — Yes. 

1735. Did he refuse to entertain any more of Hickton’s objections till the 
money was paid? — Yes, pursuant to the Act. 

1 736. Do you remember the case of Sir Thomas Boughey’s vote being objected 
to?~Yes. 

1737. Who signed the objection in that case? — Hickton. 

1738. Did any body appear for Hickton in that case? — Mr. Gibson said he 
would appear for him, but as it was not competent to him to appear for him 
until he had paid the former fine in Mr. Glegg’s case, he paid it ; he appeared 
in order to withdraw the objection, and then he took this line ; he argued that 
the barrister was not justified in awarding costs against Hickton in a case of 
objection which was withdrawn ; he appeared to withdraw the objection against 
Sir Thomas Boughey, if I recollect right. 

1739. Mr. Gibson paid the costs in the previous case of Mr. Glegg in order 
to enable him to appear for Hickton in the case of Sir Thomas Boughey ? Yes, 
to place himself in court. 

1740. He then withdrew the objection? — Yes. 

1 741 . On the barrister awarding costs against Hickton, he contended he was 
not liable to costs, because he had not attempted to sustain the objection?— 
Yes. 

1 742. What was the decision of the barrister ? — He decided that Hickton was 
liable to costs, because Mr. Gibson appeared for him to withdraw the objection, 
and that the party was brought there by Hickton’s objection, which he had no 
reason to expect wmuld be withdrawn. 

1 74 3. In this case had the party been put to the trouble and expense of coming 
to defend his vote ? — Yes. . . 

1744. After which the person appearing for Hickton withdrew the objection, 
and argued he was not liable to costs at aU, because he appeared to withdraw ?— 

Yes. 

1745. yix. Milner Gihson.'] You mentioned there were 91 objections in the 
parish of Congleton? — In the township of Congleton. 

1746. And 13 votes were struck off? — ^Yes. ,. 

1747. How many were amended in consequence of objection? — Icaimotois* 

tinctly recollect how many ; certainly some were amended, and the partira were 
refused their costs on that ground only. , , 

1748. How many were amended? — I cannot recollect; there wasprobaby 

one-fourth of the remainder. , « t i,nnld 

1 749. That would be 20 ; 13 were struck off and 20 were amended . —I s 

think so, . 

1750. How many were not heard, upon the ground that the notice w 
foimal or too late ? — I believe none in Congleton at all ; I believe 
apply to Congleton, inasmuch as the point was not decided in my favour ti 

the Congleton cases had been gone through. you 
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1751. You saythat 13 were struck off and 20 were amended; what became of m.John Wilson. 

the remaining 58 ? — Costs were allowed in some few cases, not in others, inas- 

much as they were new claims. The barrister thought in all cases of new claims a 1846. 
it was justifiable to have them challenged and investigated ; besides which many 

objections were withdrawn. 

1752. In how many cases were costs awarded? — I should say in about seven; 
the sum was live guineas. 

' 1753. About seven out of 91 were held by the barrister to be frivolous ob- 
jections, and costs were given ?~ Yes. 

1754. You mentioned in another parish 28 ; that 28 objections were taken, 
and only one was established ?— In Buglawton 4 were established out of 28 . 

1755. Were any of those notices of objection held to be too late, and therefore 
the objections could not be heard ?— I believe not. 

1756. Where was it the objections were too late ? — In Smallwood. 

1757. How many were held to be too late? — The whole of them, either 18 or 
28 ; 18, 1 believe. 

1758. The notices were held to be too late? — Yes. 

1 759. Can you undertake to say if those objections had been heard they might 
not have been good objections ?— If you ask me my belief, I firmly believe not one 
of the objections would have been ustained in Smallwood: the voters are substantial 
freeholders and farmers ; it is rather a wealthy township. 

1760. But the objections were refused to be heard on the ground that the 
notices were too late ? — Observe that the parties were all there to defend their 
votes, and their case was to come on the next day ; but as the barrister was of 
opinion that the notices were too late, they were desired not to come again. 

1 761. Are you aware that a subsequent decision of the Court of Common Pleas 
has been had upon a similar case to those notices ? — Yes. 

1762. And that the Court of Common Pleas had held that those notices were 
not too late ? — Certainly. 

1763. Therefore, as far as that decision can he taken as a test of what is right, 
the decision of the barrister that those notices were too late was wrong? — Yes ; 
there was an appeal from our division on the same ground, that went with the 
other ; it was not argued. 

1764. With regard to those objections that were not beard by tbe barrister on 
the ground that the notices were too late, were costs given in any case ? — Not 
in the courts I attended ; not in Congleton or Sandbach, as far as I saw ; it 
might have been so afterwards ; costs might have been afterwards awarded, but 
Mr. Jenkins will be able to state bow that was ; I do not know ; I know that 
nothing was paid ; Mr. Gibson declined to appear for Hickton after the decision 
at Sandbach, and declined to pay any thing more for him. 

1765. You mentioned that there were objections on both sides; how many 
objections were there from the Conservative Association or the Conservative 
party, or whatever it is there ? — There is no doubt of there being objections on 
both sides ; my recollection is that 1 objected to about 30 , and sustained the ob- 
jection to about 1 6 in the Congleton district altogether. 

1766. Did you sign those objections? — -No; a voter in Congleton signed 
them. 

1767. You procured that voter to sign those objections? — Yes, in this man- 
ner; I informed him of the persons, and tbe grounds of my opinion why they 
were not entitled to be on the list individually, and he signed them individually, 
with the full knowledge of each of the persons to whom he was objecting. 

1768. Mr. C. Woocl.~\ It is usual to employ some person to sign the notices ? 

-Yes. 

1769. You do not expect that the person signing the objection can have any 
individual knowledge of the person to whom he objects ? — I think he ought to 
have a general knowledge ; I would not employ a person to sign a notice of 
objection without tbe objector actually knowing the party, and concurring in my 
opinion that he ought to be objected to. 

1770. Generally speaking, tlie objections are taken by the agents of one party 
and signed by some voter on their part ? — ^Yes. 

1771- Mr. Milner Gibson.'] Are there any subscribers to the Anti-Corn Law 
League in South Cheshire ? — I believe there are. 

>772. Are they voters? — There are a number of subscribers to the Anti-Corn 
Law League who are voters in our township. 

0.41. m4 1773. Do 
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1773. Do you know whether they made any application to the Anti-Corn 
Law League to interfere on their behalf to purify the register ?— I do not know 
indeed ; I could state to the Committee the class of persons chiefly objected to. 

1 774. 1 asked you whether those voters who were subscribers to the Anti-Corn 
Law League made any application to the League to interfere in their behalf to 
purify the register? — I do not know any thing about that ; the parties objected 
to were chiefly the most wealthy in the division, and not likely to require being, 
purged out of the register. 

1775. Chau'J?2Cin.] Could you give the names of some of them? — There were 
our of the borough magistrates in our distidct, and at least five gentlemen of 
very large landed property, besides many substantial voters who from age or 
distance were not likely to appear. 

1776. Was Mr. Antrobus one of the persons objected to? — He wasj and H. 
was awarded to him for costs. 

1777 Was Mr. Robert Green, of Brook Green, Hammersmith ?— Mr; Green 
has been fora great number of years, and is well known to be, the proprietor of 
a considerable estate in Buglawton j he lives at Hammersmith, and had to come 
from Hammersmith to defend his vote ; the objection was held to be frivolous, 
and he received the utmost costs, 1 1 . 

1778. Mr, Walpole^ What was the ground of objection assigned ?— That 
Brook Green, Middlesex, was too vague a description. 

1779. C'hairman.'\ The objection was held to be so frivolous that costs were 
awarded ?— Yes. 

1780. Mr. Milner Gihson?^ Do you generally employ the same personas 
objector-general?— I have attended to the registration for three years, and each 
time a different neighbour of mine has signed the few objections I thought 
requisite. 

1781. Mr. 2 ^ea-dcgate^ Have you ever made an objection without inquiring 
into the qualification of the voter or other circumstances connected with it ?— 
Never, without having carefully inquired. 

1782. Chairman.'] Have you ever objected on the ground of misdescription 
orimperfect description ? — No, never ; T have applied to have erroneous descrip- 
tions amended by the barrister in court. 

1783. Mr. Newdegate.] Without objection ? — Yes. 

1784. Mr. Adderley^ You stated that generally the objector is aman ignorant 
of the vote objected to? — No, that was not my intention ; I said I would not 
employ a man who did not know the voter objected to, and that such a person 
was objectionable ; but the getting up of objections is left to the agent, as a 
matter of course. 

1785. Mr. Milner Gibson.] How long have you been concerned in getting up 

objections against voters ? — Three or four years. ^ 

1786. Have you been concerned since the Reform Bill, more or less?— -Yes, 
since the Reform Bill, for the last three or four years. 

1787. Is it customary to remunerate the objector ? — Yes, for his loss of time, 

some trifling — T beUeve the person who objected for me received about halt a 
sovereign for his day’s attendance. ^ 

1788. Mt. Newdegate.] Had you many objections previous to last year.-^ 

— No ; the average in a district like ours 

1789. I mean since the last Registration Act? — I believe there have beeu 

three years since then, and our average has been for the whole district about 2t) 
objections per annum. . ; 

1 790. Mr, Stuart Worthy^ Do you Ihink it would be of use to limit the ri| 
of objection to persons resident within the same polling district or some specine 
limit, to confine it to persons who might become acquainted with the nature 0 
the qualification ? — I think that y?ould be desirable; a limitation to the same 
township w'ould be too small, as one person has sometimes paramount 

in one township, and he might act as he thought proper, to the prejudice 01 
franchise. . r j- o-a 

1791. You think in a polling district there would be no difficulty in fiudmg 
person sufficiently informed to sign an objection ? — No doubt pf it. 

' 1792. Chairman.] In these cases, did there appear to be distinct 
grounds stated for the objection when the parties appeared ? — There were ^ 

the objections withdrawn as fast as it was seen that the party did 
then, d' there was an application for costs, there was a fight to show some 
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emendatioa that might be made, and sometimes such an emendation was got and 
sometimes not 

1 703. It was upon the question of costs that the descriptions were looked to? — 
Chiefly so ; the agents, who were evidently strangers to the neighbourhood, 
searched pretty narrowly, and when there was a probability of costs against them, 
they tried to save themselves by getting some emendatioa made. 

1794. Mr. Newdegate.'] In the Congleton court, who paid the costs, where 
thev were awarded against Hickton and Goodwin?— Mr. Acland, by Mr. 
Gibson’s directions. 

1795. Did Abraham Goodwin’s objections appear before the Congleton court? 
—Yes. 

1796- And was there any thing that characterized them in the same manner 
that Hickton’s were characterized? — The handwriting was the same in each 
instance ; therefore that objection did not apply ; they all came from Manchester 
on printed forms with the Manchester post-mark. 

1797* Who is Abraham Goodwin?— A shoemaker in Sandbach, a town seven 
miles from Congleton. 

1798. A voter?— Yes, we ascertained that; and Mr. Acland having proved his 
signature, no objection was made to the notices signed by him. 

1 799. He did not appear before the court ? — No ; he was not required. 

1800. Chairman.'] Were any objections talcen to voters other than those that 
came from Manchester, and signed by the two parties you mentioned? — Yes. 

1801. Objections taken, I mean, by local parties? — Yes, some few, a sort of 
supplemental list, did not come from Manchester, but they also were signed by 
Hickton and locally distributed. 

1802. Were there any locally signed by other parties? — Not one, with the 
exception of the overseers, that I saw. 

1 803. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Are there bad votes often put upon your register ? 
—I think it is not so common to put bad votes upon the register as it is common 
for votes to become bad ; the party loses his qualification. 

1804. Do you ever strike off bad Conservative votes?— No. 

1805. If the League had not interfered in behalf of their own friends in that 
county, then many bad Conservative votes would have remained on the register? 
—I think not ; I think the local parties are competent to ascertain, and it is 
evident that they are very much more competent than the Anti-Corn Law 
League, inasmuch as many bad shots were made by that body in their late inter- 
ference with our registration. 

i8f6. Chairman.] Had they, in previous years, local parties to take objec- 
tions? — Yes; it had been managed locally. 

1807. On previous years parties had appeared on both sides P — Yes ; it seemed 
to have gone on in an average sort of way ; and in truth fairly enough on both 
sides. 

1808. Mr. Milner Gibson.] I think you stated there were many voters on the 
register, members of the Anti-Corn Law Leaguer — Yes, some at all events. 

1809. The Anti-Corn Law League is as much in that division of Cheshire as 
anyone else? — I do not know, we have some members ; what share they had 
in promoting these objections I do not know. 

1810. Why do you draw a distinction between the local interference and the 
interference of the Anti-Corn Law League, if there are many voters who are 
members of the Anti-Corn Law League ? — Because those voters did not appear ; 
the only person that appeared as giving Hickton his directions, was a stranger 
from Manchester, admitted not to be a voter. 

1811. I suppose the voters of the Anti-Corn Law League on your register are 
entitled to employ what agents they please ? — Yes; there was no proof of any 
such agents having been employed by our voters in the League interest ; rather 
the contrary. 

1812. Mr. Stuart Worthy.] The machinery of the objections appears to have 
been organized at Manchester by strangers to that county ? — Yes. 

1813. Have you told the Committee who Hickton was? — He is a beer seller ; 
he has a qualification, I believe. ' 

1814. Is he a man of any substance? — No ; I believe not. 

1815. Was he a man responsible for costs? — Certainly not. 

1816. Do you think that there would be any advantage in requiring a deposit 
on making objections ? — I have scarcely considered that subject ; I do not know 

0.41. N how 
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how far that might not limit the fair exercise of the power. I think that if the 
barrister had power to exceed 1/. as the maximum of costs to he awarded, and 
also further to order immediate committal in default of payment, or of sufficient 
sureties being at once forthcoming, it would be better, instead of the present 
inode of proceeding, by a distress warrant. 

1 8 1 7. Mr. Adderley.'l How far would you suggest increasing the 1 1. ?— I would 
extend the increase to the party’s actual expenses incurred ; for instance, the case 
of the gentleman who came from London, any one so inconvenienced should at 
any rate have his actual expenses. 

1818. You would suggest unlimited costs, at the discretion of the barrister? 

Yes; or, if any limit, that limit to be the amount of actual expeose 

incurred. 



Mr. William JcnJcins, Examined. 



1819. YOU are inspector of weights and measures for the southern division of 
the county of Chester ? — Yes. 

1S20. You are a solicitor ? —No. 

1821. You are in some degree cognizant of the registration of last August r— 
Yes, fully acquainted with it. 

1822. State what connexion yon had with it? — I was requested hy one of our 
senior magistrates, in consequence of such a number ot people writing to him as 
to having received objections from Manchester to theirvotes, to watch the matter, 
and to write to those parties upon it relative to any alteration that might have 
taken place as to the qualification; I directed them to send the notices they 
received, and we discovered there was no alteration at all in any of the qualifica- 
tions ; they were the principal people in the county of Chester, such as the 
brother of Lord Combermere, R. G. Leycester, Esq., the senior gentleman on 
the list for high sheriff for the county of Cheshire, and other gentlemen in the 
same situation, who had a great deal of landed property; they sent nie their 
notices ; I established their qualifications before the barrister, and the objections 
were quashed ; those he did not tear up, I have kept by me. 

1823. Mr. Stuari Worlley.] How many came from Manchester?— The 
barrister said about 1,600; upon subsequent inquiry, we found it was nearer 
%000. . . ^ _ 

i 824. Mr. G. Berkeley^ How came you to be employed in this matter ?— 1 am 
a great deal connected with the county of Chester ; my business talces me all 
through the county ; that makes me more acquainted with gentlemen, and I 
should be better able to understand whether the objection was frivolous or worth, 
maintaining ; ray connexion takes me amongst those parties. 

1825. Who employed you? — Mr. Corbett desired me to watch the regis- 
tration. _ j VI,' 

1826. For him, or on behalf of any association? — For parties connected with 

. • M 

1827. Did the parlies consist of the Conservative Association ? — JNo. 

1828. What then ? — Mr. Corbett and Mr. Wilbraliam, of Rood ; those were 

the only parties I saw connected with it ; they desired me to do any tiling that 
was necessary ; all the rest I did upon my own responsibility entirely ; I employed 
Mr. Faulkner, an attorney, to assist me. n 0 T 

1829. Mr. Walpole^ Did you go round the division with Mr. Faulkner, 
did, with the barrister. 

1830. Mr. C. Berkeley. Where does Mr. Faulkner reside? — In (fester. 

1831. Is he the solicitor of any Conservative association? — He is not 
Conservative himself, but a very clever independent gentleman, and I employe 



him. 

1832. On your own account? — Exactly so. 

. 1833. Mr. Faulkner is a solicitor ? — Yes. 

1 834. You paid him for his services ? — I did. ^ 

1835. Who refunded the money to you? — 1 received a check from Mr. 
b'raham ; I gave him between 30Z. and 40^. ; I paid him last year. 

1836. And Mr. Wilbraham furnished you with a cheque ? — Yes. . 

1837. Chairman^ This circumstance calls your attention to the nature 0 

notices that were served?— It did. , nature 

1838. What was the general nature of the objections? — The general 
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of the objections was the parties living at a distance ; in fact there was no 
reason at all in any instance that we could find out ; they were on the register, 
and had been many of them for years, and had always voted for the same quali- 
fication, which they retain up to the present hour; J have communications in 
my pocket desiring me to attend for them ; in some instances the distance was 
so great they could not attend. 

1839. Stuart I'Fortley.'] You ascertained there were about 2,000 objec- 
tions ; can you tell what proportion was successful ? — Very few. 

1840. About what number?—! think not more than 150 successful. 

1841. Mr. Walpole.'] Have you not got accurate numbers ?— No. 

] 842. Chairman.] Could you ascertain the accurate numbers by reference to 
the paper By the newspaper reports. 

1843. Walpole^ Did Mr. Faulkner take round a brief with him ? — 
Yes 

1 844. By applying to him could you get the accurate numbers ? — No. 

1845. Mr. Stuart Wortley.] Are you confident you are giving us nearly 
the accurate numbers, when you say about 150 ?— Not more than. 150 substan- 
tiated. 

1 846. Can you give the Committee any account of the number in which costs 

were obtained ? — 1 think we have barrister’s orders for costs in many instances, 
but those costs were never obtained ; I have examined the register ; there are 
eight more now upon the register than there were last year, as far as 1 can 
recollect. j 

1847. Mr. C. Berkeley?^ How many were there on the register last year? — • 
Eight thousand, some odd. 

1 848. How many this year ?— Eight thousand, some odd, this year. 

184;). Mr. Adderley.] Could you state positively, under 200 ? — I think I could, 
having looked into the register since. 

1850. Mr. Stuart Wortley.] You say that the barrister gave you orders for 
costs in a considerable number of cases 5 can you state what number of cases he 
ordered costs ? — 1 think in 40 cases. 

On what ground were the costs not given in the other cases where the 
objections failed ? — Very frequently they were not asked ; in many instances 
where it was proved it was notHickton's signature, the barrister said, “ It is no. use 
going into this thing, this case falls to the ground,” and he would not allow 
them to prove another case till they had paid the costs in other instances \ as 
Hickton’s signatures proved to be bad, I wrote to the parties not to appear, 
because I knew there was no means of paying them. 

i8,'j2. Chairman^ Were not those names struck out for non-appearance? — 
The objection fell to the ground ; we proved in Congleton, from the man’s own 
testimony, that he did not sign all those objections. 

18.53. Therefore the parties were not expected to be in court? — I wrote to 
them not to come. 

1854. Their names were left untouched ? — Yes 

1855. Mr. Stuart Wortley.] 1 think you said there were a good many cases in 
which costs were ordered, but which, in point of fact, were not obtained? — They 
were given into the hands of the last witness, Mr. Wilson ; I have not had an op- 
portunity of knowing the reason ; Hickton is a very poor-looking man ; he did 
not appear to have the means of doing it ; I think it was out of mercy to him 
that the solicitor has not enforced it. 

1856. Mr. Milner Gihson.] How many votes are there -upon the register for 
the Congleton district r — That I cannot exactly tell you. 

1857. You stated you were fully acquainted with the registration of electors 
in the county of South Cheshire just now ; do you know how many votes there 
are upon the register? — Very nearly 9 , 000 . 

1 858. How many for the Congleton district ? — I never counted them ; .1 never 
attended to that district. 



1859. How’ many were objected to in the Congleton district ?— 1 do not know 
exactly the number for the Congleton district. 

1860. You do not know how many were struck off there ? — No ; Mr. Wilson 
attended to that more than 1 did ; it was his department as an attorney. 

i86t. A great many objections were not heard, you say, upon the ground that 
the notices had not been signed by Hickton himsein— The notices were proved 

'0.41. N 2 1 862. Upon 
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i86i. Upon that ground! — Yes. 

1 8611 Do you include them amongst the objections that were not sustained? 

— Yes ■ I take all the objections that came through the Manchester post-office. 

1 864 All those that were withdrawn, and all those that were not heard ; do 
you call them all objections as if they had been heard ?— Yes ; I am speakii^ 

about the number of objections. . r ,1 110 non- a 

1 865. How many objections were not heard out of the whole 2,000 .a— A great 

number ; I should think one-half. 

1 866 One thousand were not heard ? — I dare say they were not ; the parties 
were written not to come ; they had to come a great distance ; the main objec- 
tions were proved had. . , , , , . 

1867. If they had been heard, they might have been proved to he good objec- 
tions?— 1 do not think they could. 

1868. For any thing you know to the contrary : — 1 know to the contrary; la 

most instances they could have been proved to be bad; I shall not alter their 
qualification this year. i. , r 

1869. The parties did not attend in those cases ?— I wrote them not to at- 
tend, many of them. 

1870. Did you sign the petition? — No. -nt * i.u * t 

1871. Did those parties who did not attend sign the petition . Mot that I 

Yon state out of the 1,000 that were heard, upwards of 150 were struck 
off as bad votes by the barrister?— I should think 150 altogether ; some dead, a 
great number were dead men. 

1873. They were struck off?— Yes. 

1 874. How many were amended? — Not a great many. 

1875. How many?— Very few. . 

1 S76. One hundred ? — Not 100 in the whole division- v „ *1,. 

1 877. Chairman.'] What do you mean by amending ?— The hamster has the 
power of amending for change of residence. . . 

1 878. Do you mean amended for want of description r— Very lew. 

1879. t/li! Milner Gibson.] About how many ?— Perhaps a score, twenty- 

1880. Yon are sure there were not 100? — I think not. -™(i,PTOwprp 

1 881 . Could you undertake to say there were not 200 ?— 1 am sure there wer 
”“U8^°“i‘n hL many cases did the barrister award costs to the party objected 

’1883!* Yon say there were 150 out of 1,000 that were heard and struck off as 

bad ? — As near as I can calculate. , ,, , 

1884. Did you say there were 25 amended, and do you mean to make ttat 

statement?-! do not think there were more than 25 amended. , , 

1885. Do you state that ; do you know any thing about it !— As tar as 

1 886. Do you come here to speak at random ?— I am speaking to the best of 

88 ™There are 150 struck off as bad, and 25 amended, and there 
were held to be frivolous and vexatious objections , and in which costs were a 
to the parties objected to by the barrister? Yes. .r sav 160 

1888 That makes 215 ; you say there were 1,000 heard, yon 
were struck off as bad ; that 25 were amended, and 40 were considere 
and vexatious, and had costs awarded,— those three be- 

you have accounted for out of 1,000 objections heard ; I want to know wnai 
came of the 800 other objections ?— The 40 that received costs do not tax 
the number. 

1889. You say there were 1,000 objections heard?— Yes, j 

1 800. You say 150 were struck off as bad, and 25 were amended ™ 
on the register, and you state that 40 were left on the register ^en, 

barrister to be good votes, and the objections were vexatious and . ®goO! 

that makes 215 ; I want you to explain what became of the remai 6 

— They are still upon the register. nnv thing tor- 

1891 . What happened ; were they neither amended nor done y in 

Many of them. If a person had a fresh qualification in “7 
those instances never gave costs at all. Where a man sent m a 4 j,, 
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for chanee of residence or in any other way, it appeared amongst the new claimants. Mr. IV. jmHm. 
which it always does in every instance; and where a party was objected to the - - 

barrister refused costs ; he said “ it is the first time you have claimed, and there = Ap'd 1S46. 

mieht be some reason to object to yon.” . 1 ■ 3 a 

1 Hge. Do you mean that the remaimng 800 were new claims ?— .A. great 

"TsoT How was it that the barrister did not award costs upon those 800 ob- 
; tioS'»-He was not always applied to for costs ; he had a great deal of busi- 
ness and he was glad that people did not apply ; he had to write out the form 
himself; in some instances we were kept late, and after two or three days work 
we advised the people not to ask for costs, , r .v , w 

180J Mr Stuart Wortlcy.'] You saw it was no use to ask for them? — We 
Vnew from the appearance of the man there was no means of getting the costs. 

1895. Were there not many notices that were held to be invalid as having 

been served too late?— There were. 

i8q 6. Do you include those in the 1 , 000 ?— Yes ; because although they re- 
ceived them too late, rnany came, in many instances, from a great distance from 

^°i 807 Those cases were not gone into ; they fell at once upon the notice ?— 

Some* of them were gone into before they discovered the post-mark to be after 

the proper date ; the barrister overruled it, and said they had no right to pubhsh 
the list of objections, unless the overseer received them m proper time. 

1 808 Are you aware in those cases declared by the hamster to be invalid on 
account of tbe notices being too late, that the Court of Common Pleas has since 
decided that those notices were not too late ?— I saw that 'n the paper. 

I 8oq. You include those in the bad objections ?— All the notices. 

1000 Mr. Wrightson:] As Mr. Acland paid costs for Hickton m some cases, 
why did you not apply for more costs when Mr. Acland was going to pay for 

Hickton?— We did, and he stopped payment. 1 

1001. Mr. Adderky.'] On what grounds were those 150 votes struck off. 

Many had sold their property, and a great number were dead. 

1Q02 Any other reason ? — No other that I am aware of. 

1903. Wortley.-] What number were there dead r-A great many 

were dead^^o^t number ?— I dare say there were half the number dead. 

1905! Did they serve notices to the dead men?— They directed them "xor - 
ingto the register without inquiry; unless the overseer corrects the register, 
you are bound to direct them according to the register. 

1006. Did the agent for the Anti-Corn Law League serve a number of notices, 
to the amount of 75, upon dead men?— Through the post, on dead men. 

1907. Chairman.-] It is not necessary to mOTr the expense of 

to dead men, for the purpose of striking off their names r-- It s the duty of the 
overseer to do it, hut they are so careless they do not strike them out, if a y 

person says SO, the barrister will strike them out. , in an was 

1908. Mr. Stuart Wor/Z«y.] Was ‘tat a ground of objec ion that a 

dead?— Yes, it was; the barrister would ask,_‘ What is the objectio 
man ?” and the answer would be, “ He is dead. 

1909. Chairman.] Who would state that the man was dead?— The party object 

• ing ; you have the ground of objection in your brief 

igio, I want to know in those cases who brought forward the fact of a man 
being dead?— Sometimes Mr. Acland, or Mr. Gibson, he wiK ™gaged. 

1911. Mr. Stuart Wortley.] Did it appear to yon that ™ 
with which they were prepared for suatmning the objection r y 
with every man’s name in it ; in many instances they have sai , > 

“ig'rS Steffis™.] How long had those dead men been on the 
register?-Some might have been six months and some twelv®' 

1913. Have you known the register since this last year ? Fo ^ ^ ■ j 

1914. Mr. rilliers.-] What were the politics of these dead i •'“I™ ^ 
knew the register for some years ; you mean by that, that you n 

upon it ?— I knew a great many. , v . of tbpm 

1915. And knew the persons whose names *ey were ?--Tes, many of them. 

Ip. Cannot you tell us what the polities of these dead men were?-Mixed 



politics 
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1917. Do you think they were the same politics as the League .'—They might 
have been ; in some instances I think they were mixed politics. 

1918. Was Mr. Acland connected with the League ? — Yes. 

iqig. Did he object to these men because they were dead?— I do not know 
tnat he objected to them ; he told me upon oath that he put the notices into the 
post-of5ce at Manchester. 

igao. Mr. Villkrsl Had he ascertained they were dead ? — I do not know that. 

ig2t. He sent the notices to the address that the voters had given, in wheo 
they claimed to he on the register ?- -Yes. 

1922. He had no other means of knowing where they were, but from the 
addresses they had sent in themselves ? — He was bound to come to the register. 

1923. What is the wav in which dead men vote in South Cheshire ; some- 
body else appears, I suppose?— I never knew they did it in South Cheshire ; 
I knew they did it in Flintshire. 

1924. These men would have been left on, but for Mr. Acland f— Unless some 
person, the overseer, had told the barrister himself. 

1 02,1;. You did not hear of any body sending notices beside Mr. Acland?— ifo, 



1 UlU ilUl. 

ig >6, The overseer or any agent for the Conservative party?— Not to those 
parties. The practice is this— when the barrister gets the list from the overseer, 
he says, “ Is this correct; is this a copy of what you put upon the church-door; 
are any of these dead ?” and if the overseer says, “ Yes,” he says, “ Why did you 
not so mark it, and proceeds to strike them off on the overseer’s evidence ?” 

1927. Chairman^ Has it occurred in previous years that dead men’s names 
have been struck out without formal notice ?— Regularly done in every list that 
comes before the barrister. 

1928. Mr. Fi'ffiers.] And regularly complaints made before the barrister that 
it is not done, and complaints made by barristers that the overseer does not do 
it? — Yes. 

1929. You stated, in some county that you mentioned, that you knew the man- 
ner in which dead men are made to attend for their votes ; tell us how that is 
done ? — 1 heard that they personated dead men. 

1930. Some persons come up to the polling -box and state they are the men 
named on the register?— I think in one case it was the name of John Jones. 

1931. Chairman:^ Wliat did he do; did he say he was John Jones?— Yes, 
and they endeavoured to find him, but they never had the opportunity; it was 
proved that this man did personate a dead man. 

1932. Mr. Fiffiox] That is the way in which the practice is carried on in the 
neighbouring counties to Cheshire ? — In one instance in Wales. 

1933. Mr. Walpok.'\ Can you call it a practice ?— It is a dangerous practice 

to leave dead men on. . 

1934. Mr. Stuart Wortley.'] In order to striltea dead man’s name out, is there 
a necessity to send an objection ? — Not the least. 

1 935. Is an objection to a man who is dead the most likely way to strike him 
out? — No. 

1936. Mr. Villiers,'\ Is there any punishment awarded to the overseer if be 

does not strike the dead man off? —Not that I am aware of. , 

1937. Is there any penalty attaching to his not doing it?— No, I ib.11^ not. 

■ IQ38. Did you ever see an overseer punished lor not doing that?— Never. 

1939. Cliainnayi^ Could Mr. Acland have risen up in the court and marke 
out such and such men as dead men, and required them to be struck off withou 
objection ■? — Yes, if corroborated by the overseer. 

IQ40, Mr. IValpole.'] Upon whose evidence were those dead men_^str^k ou 
in the cases where Mr. Acland gave evidence that they were dead.--— Wnena 
party of Manchester gentlemen were there, and not likely to know the peope 
who lived in the neighbourhood of Wirreli, the party objecting said, 
was dead; the barrister said, “ How do you know that?” and then would app 
to the overseer, and say, “ Do you know that this man is dead?” and theanswc 



wouia De, ” res. .cam t ” 

1941. Mr. Adderley.'] Did you attend the revision in the year 1844 . t 

1 942. Can you state- that generally the dead were cleared off in that year . 

think they were ; as well as we could ascertain. , ^ 

1 943. Can you state whether those 150 had been dead more than a.year . ^ 
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I do not know that they had ; I think that, generally speaking, they are cleared 
off every year by the revising barrister. 

1944. Mr. VilUers.'] I suppose cases arise where a man is thought to be dead, 
the objector supposes him to be dead, and then the best way to learn that is to 
send the notice to the address he gave in, when he claimed to be on the register ; 
is that so ? — Not that I am aware of, 

^9A5- He cannot always be certain that a man is dead ; there may be such a 
thing as a report that a man is dead ; then, the person who thinks of objecting 
to him must make some inquiry as to whether the report is true?— Possibly. 

1946. If the notice is sent to his residence, the objector has the opportunity 
of learning whether he is dead or not ; that is one way of learning whether the 
man is dead or not ? — Y es. 

1947. Mr. StuariWortley.] Do not you think it frivolous and vexatious to 
make an objection to a man’s vote because there is a report on the ground that 
he is dead, without inquiry ?— It is an excuse that a man might make very 
easily. 

1948. That who might make? — The objector might make. 

1949. In your opinion, is it not frivolous and vexatious to make an objection 
to a man’s vote on the ground that there is a report that he is dead, without 
inquiry? — I think the barrister would consider it so. 

1950. Mr. Villiers.'] Have you known many instances of people being objected 
to as being dead, and they have turned out to be alive ? — No. 

1951. Mr. C. JVood.] Was there any body objected to as dead who did not 
turnout to be dead? — No. 

1952. Is not the object of objecting to a dead man to enable the objector to 
claim the decision of the barrister? — Yes. 

1953. Can he claim it without, as matter of right ? — The overseer can state it. 

1954. Can any other person claim the decision of the barrister except upon 
an objection made ? — Yes ; the barrister generally asks most people in the 
court. 

1955. How does the death of a man become known to the barrister ? — By the 
testimony of some person. 

1956. How is it brought to his notice? — It happens often there is conflicting 
opinion upon it whether the man is dead or not. 

1957. Is it, in point of fact, brought to the notice of the barrister by the 
overseer or by an objection stated r — Principally by the overseer. 

1958. Mr. Stuart Worthy^ Mr. Acland or any body else might say, “This 
person is dead, and I have evidence to prove it ?” — Yes. 

19,59. The barrister will take the information upon evidence ? — Yes. 

igho. Mr. Milner Gibson.1 Have you been long connected with the registra- 
tion in South Cheshire ? — Since the election I have looked to it a little more, for 
about three or four years. 

1961. Who gets up the objections to votes on your side? — Parties In local 
divisions. 

1962. Who?— Perhaps one parly may know in Wirrell, and another 

party 

1963. I ask you, who is the gentleman who gets up the objections on your 
side ?— I should do it myself ; I intend to do it the next year ; I mean to sign 
them all myself. If I have any bona Jide good objections, I mean to sign them 
ail myself; I never did so before. 

1964. Mr. Wilson, who was here, stated he got up the objections for the 
neighbourhood of Congleton ? — We never object to a man unless we know he 

left the country or sold his property ; I have watched the registration in all 
divisions except Congleton and Sandbach. 

1965* To what extent have you carried your system of objecting; how many 
in a year ? — In a very slight degree ; I never object unless I know the party has 
left the country or sold his property. 

196^* Mr. Villiersi\ Do you object generally on that ground, or only to per- 
sons of opposite politics to yourself? — Certainly not to a person of the same 
politics as myself. 

Mr. Milner Gibson.~\ Not even if he was dead? — If I was asked the 
question, I should say he was dead. 

^968. Do you make objections on the part of the Conservative party upon 
the ground of want of sufficient description, or only upon some defect in the 

0.41. jj ^ qualification? 
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qualification?— Tiiere must be a deficiency in tlie qualification before I should 
object ; I should not object upon any technical errors. 

ig6q. Mr. Milner Gibson!\ Did you not take an objection that was not sus. 
tained ? — In one instance I did, and I was fined five shillings , I mistook a man of 
the name of Evans for another man of tliat name. 

1070. You say for the last three or four years you have been doing a little in 
the objecting way ; was there any thing doing on the other side against you ?— 
Yes, about the same ; we were about level ; the register never differed much ; it 
was to purge the register that we did it. 

iqyi. Have you heard that the voters upon the South Cheshire register who 
are members of the Anti-Corn Law League have complained that their interests 
h ave been neglected in the registration ? — 1 never heard it so.^ 

1972. Chmrma7i.'\ They were always represented before in the registratioa 

courts? — Yes. ,, -r, i- -x x i- 

1973. Mr. Milner Gibson:] By whom?— Mr. Parry, the solicitor, up to his 

*^^^974. Did he represent them as free traders ?— No, liberal interest. 

1975. Was there any objection to votes on either side, on the ground of 
opinions upon the question of protection or no protection?— Not that I am 
aware of. 

1976. lAx.Villiors.] Is South Cheshire the district in which Mr. Wilbraham 

was a candidate?— It is. _ 0 t i. v 1 

P)q know any thing about the creating of votes f — 1 have heard 
there is a vast number of qualifications purchased ; it is too early at present to 
register. 

1978. You are speaking on your side of the question?— We have no new 
fresh qualifications, that I am aware of, for the purpose of voting. 

■jy-q. You are not speaking of the other side, you only know what the Con- 
servatives do ? — Of both. _ _ 

1080. Have you heard complaints of votes having been created, by giving a 
great number of persons a title to one house in Birkenhead ? — That was inquired 
into, and proved to the satisfaction of the barrister, that each person that claimed 
had a proper qualification. 

1081. Though created for the purpose of voting, yet, inlaw, they would be 
fictitious ? — It is a very profitable investment. 

1982. They were created for the occasion of voting for the purpose?— I never 

knew that . . 

1983. Was not that alleged?— I know they were objected to ; nothing wa^ 
alleged, except that each man had proved his qualification. 

1 984. It was proved he had a sufficient interest in this house ? — More tiian 

was absolutely necessary. ^ _ « tvt x r 

1985. Were there as many as 40 persons who had tliis title?— Not for one 
house alone ; more than one house. 

19B6. A great number of persons were qualified out of house property. 
—Yes. 

1 987. In time to be put upon the register r — They have been on for two or 
three years, and have been objected to. 

1988. Did that go to a great extent there? — Not 40 people altogether. 

1989. In other townships is that done ? — No. . , 

1990. On which side of the question did those people vote ?— I believe them 

to be Conservatives. . y r n 

iggi. Mr. Stuart fVortle^.] You say it is house property? — la tamae • 
street. 

1992. What is the extent of the property? — The houses are very large, 

different numbers ; the numbers are stated on the register. .11, 40 

1993. What was the value of the whole property out of which those 
voted r — It was not 5 /. or 6 /. a piece. 

1994. Mr. f^illiers.] Is there any body in South Cheshire who attends 
creation of votes for the Conservative side ?— Not the least. 

1995. Were not those people all qualified out of those houses by 

agent? — Mr. Peacock was their solicitor in drawing out the deed; he^ gents 
that it was not with the cognizance of the Members of the county, or their ag 
connected with the Conservative interest. g Qjie 
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,996. One agent acted for all the voters that got qualified out of those Mr IV 
houses ? — Their own sohcitor. • ■ J nk tus. 

1997. They all employed the same solicitor ? —They did. a April 184.6 

1998. What were the politics of that solicitor ?— Conservative. 

1999. Mr. Stuart Wortlcy.^ Were they gentlemen having an interest in the 
new town of Birkenhead principally ?— Yes ; most respectable men that reside 
in the neighbourhood of Birkenhead; some one lives in it and pays the rent to 
the rest ; they are very respectable gentlemen. 

2000-1. Mr. raiiers.] They do not live in Birkenhead 1 - Most of them do not. 

2002. Not at all? — No. 

2003. Mr. Stuart Woj'tley.“\ Birkeniiead and Liverpool are almost one town 
just as much as Southwark and Westminster are ?— Yes ; just the division of 
the river. 

2004. The merchants of Liverpool, some live at BirkerJiead and vice versa ? 

Yes ; the Liverpool merchants live more on the Cheshire side than on the 

other. 

2005. Have many votes been created in your county by the Anti-Corn Law 
League ? — Some few. 

2006. Not to any extent at present?— No. 

2007. Mr. Milner Gibson!] Can you undertake to mention one created by the 
Anti-Corn Law League ? —1 do not say that I could. 

2008. Of your own knowledge?— I might not tell you the name; I saw 
between 20 or 30 of the claims of the Anti-Corn Law League, printed claims 
sent in last year. 

2009. What do you mean by the claims of the Anti-Corn Law League?— 

They are all printed by some party in Manchester. 

2010. I ask you, can you mention one case of a vote being created by the 
Anti-Corn Law Lea^e ? — No, not that they did it. 

2011. What was it you meant when you said that you believed many had been 
created by the Anti-Corn Law League ? — By their agents. 

2012. Can you mention one case of a vote being created by their agents? 

I CMnot call it by name; I speak from information I had from the overseer of 
Birkenhead ; he showed me the claims that had been sent in. 

2013. Can you mention one?— I do not know that they belong to the League ; 
their agent told me he had advertised for freehold rent-charges. 

2014. Mr. C. Berkehy.] Who ?— A young man from Manchester told me they 
were m a situation to purchase them up to any extent ; and in some instances, 
m my neighbourhood, they have been sold to this party. 

2015. Uv. Stuart Wortley.] What is liis name r— Henry ; I forget the other 

name. * ^ 

20 1 6. Can you supply the name hereafter ? — Yes. ^ 

-lov; m. MUmr Gibson.'l What do you mean by creating a vote ?—Purchas- HemLy'ora. 

ing the freehold. 

2018. If a man purchases a freehold for himself and votes in consequence, 
the creation of a vote?— Yes, certainly, if he buys it on purpose 

otberst ^ ^ ^ ^ bought for him by 

a man a right to buy one for himself?— Certainly. 

2021. What do you mean by the Anti-Corn Law League doing this ?— That 
their agents purchased them. 

When you speak of the League creating votes, you mean 
somebody else in purchasing property that gives them a 
V . T of the League is the man that obtains the property ; but who 
pays for It I cannot teU. e i > 

What do you mean by the agent of the League? — He was with us 
ug as agent, and was with us for months in Chester. 

2024. Is he a solicitor? — No, a clerk. 

2025. Where there are qualifications to be bought, you say he buys them ? — 

purchasing, and I am told has bought many, 
ajvj L ■ '^I^at does he do then ; he advertises for these freehold rent-charges, 
wbaf f, Soes and purehases them ; what does he do with them 1 — I have no doubt 
wnat the object is. 

O 2027. TeU 
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2027. Tell us wliat you know?— He does it for the purpose of procuring Totes 

Wortky.l I think you said you had seen 20 or 30 claims 
that came from Manchester ?-All in the same printed form, the same hand- 

'^”029. I think you said they were supported by the same agent in the har- 

rister’s court ? — Yes. , . r k i.- r> t t 

2030. Was Mr. Gibson the avowed agent of the Anti-Corn Law League.^— 

Yes 

2031. Were those 20 or 30 claims on the behalf of persons m the county ot 

Chester or not ’—Principally strangers. , 

2032. Where did they reside?— Principally m Manchester. 

2033. Mr. Walpok.] Were they allowed or disallowed ? -They were not oh- 
Mr. riUiers.) How many miles is Manchester from the place where 

*7o;rDothe7g”hrr^^^^ . „ , 

203K' Mr. A'iMrt rVortley.] What class of persons were they principahyl- 

We did not see the parties. . 

2037 Mr. Walpole.] Did you look at these claims yourself r-1 did. 

2038 How was the second column filled up ; where was the place of abode! 
-In different places, not all from one place ; the name and residence, and the 

""mc! You do not know whether those were bought hy Henry! 

“Lfo^Theie is no connexion between those that were claimed before the 
baSr's cLt by this agent and those freehold rent-charges that were bou^t 

k no « mTour mind between those advertisements 

’’is 

and you told me a little while ago that some -were Manchester ?-Some from 
Manchester and Liverpool ; not many residing m Birkenhead. 

2 oir In yo™ c^nty h^ve there been regular advertisements posted upon th 
wallsUd in public newspapers, that the Anti-Corn Law Lea^e *eir^ 
would manage to purchase votes for parties who would apply to them? 1? 

Mr. Wdpole:] Look at these notices -[ Wing- (AeMmeio 

and te me whether the date of the notices is filled up £ 

not in all the cases printed and dated the 16th of ■ ’’'^'Yhave » 

2,000 objections the date of the notice is not always printed ?-AU 1 have 

Mr. Adderley.] You act as agent for the Conservatives in Cheslure for 

the register? — I have done so. . , . ^^rrect 

2047. Is there any one of these dismissed cases that you intend t 
before the next revision?. — Not one, that I am aware of. 

2048. Of course it would he not only your duty hut your oh] e 

I have written to a great many, and they tell me they still retain the same quau 

^*^2049. There is not one of this immense number of dismissed cases that yo» 
Gri."rMr. Faulkner ?-A solicitor, in vor, 

®°20s’r You employed him?-I did employ him wlien I 

number of letters ; I thought it was more than I could compete wiUi , ^ 

Mr. Faulkner, and said, “ I wiU give you two guineas, and a come 

if you will come with me to frustrate this design and he sn't! “ , ^.j^et 

■with great pleasure ; I employed him as a conscientious, respectaoi 
man. . a guinea 

2052. Mr. Villiers.'] At how much a day ? — Two guineas a day, 
for his expenses. 2053- 
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Mr. Richard Helps, Examined. 

2053. Mr. C. Berkeley^ YOU are a solicitor?— I am. 

2054. You have assisted for a number of years past in attending the Revising 
Barrister’s Court ? — Since the passing of the Reform Act. 

2055. Chiefly for the eastern division of the county of Gloucester? — Chiefly; 

exclusively latterly. ^ . 

2056. Were there a great number of objections made to votes upon the 
r’^^^tration last year?— A great number. 

J057. Were those objections made by persons in the locality, or did they come 
from persons at a distance ? — They, were exclusively made, or almost so, by a 
person of the name of Henry Bishop, of Cheltenham; the objections coming from 
Manchester. 

2058. Bishop is a currier and leather-seller, is he not? — A shoemaker, I 
believe. 

2059. The objections were all signed by him, but posted in Manchester ? — Not 
all; the majority of them. 

2060. Where were the others posted ? — Cheltenham. 

2061. How many objections were there in the eastern division altogether? — 
There were very nearly 1,000 given in that way ; there is some difficulty about it, 
because some few parties were objected to on both sides, and several were 
objected to by the overseers, which were not discussed ; upon these objections the 
number discussed were, I believe, 934 . 

2062. That includes, then, if I understand you correctly, the objections on both 
sides 1 — No. 

2063. On the objections that were signed by Bishop alone.?— Yes. 

2064. Nine hundred and thirty-four? — Yes. 

2065. Did those objections appear to be levelled against any particular class of 
voters upon the register; were they generally sent to those persons who 
resided at a distance, or did they seem to be taken alphabetically, or only from 
the register?— They were principally to non-residents, to persons possessing 
qualifications in the district, but living at a distance. 

2066. In the extreme parts of the county ? —In Norfolk, Suffolk, London and 
Manchester, and in all parts of England ; Devonshire. 

2067. How many out of those 900 and odd objections were sustained ? — If you 
will allow me to refer, I would speak with perfect confi-dence as to the Gloucester 
polling district, upon my own knowledge. 

2068. The question I asked you was, could you give a tolerably accurate 
answer as to the number that succeeded out of the 934 r — Perhaps the Com- 
mittee will not close their sitting to-day ; I have the materials to make it out. 

[The Witness was directed to furnish a statement of the number.] 

2069. How many objections were served in the Gloucester district ? — There 
were 268 . 

2070. Were those objections all signed by Bishop? — Yes, on that side^ 

2071. That is, there were 2 G 8 Conservative voters objected to, all by Bishop? 

-Yes. ' , ^ 

2072. Out of those 268 how many succeeded ? — Twenty were struck off as 
dead, 16 were struck off upon the case that went to the Common Pleas, and 19 
were struck off upon merits. 

2073. "Were not those struck off as dead by the overseers objected to . I be- 
lieve not ; but the practice of the barrister’s court is for the barrister, upon opei^ 
iog the parish list, when he calls the overseer, to ask, “Is any person dead . aiid 
if they are dead they are struck off, without reference to any objection. I believe 
objections were given to most of those persons that were dead. 

2074. By whom ? — By Bishop. 

2075. They were not objected to by the overseer ?— No ; it does not require an 

objection by the overseer if a party is proved to be dead ; the barrister has power 
to strike him off without an objection. i ..v i.t, 

2076. That does not answer the question. I wish to ask you whether thow 
persons that were struck off as being dead would not have remained upon the 
register provided nobody had objected to them? — No, certainly 

2077. How would they have come under the consideration of the hamster . — ^ 
It is his duty to inquire whether any person in the parish is dead. 
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io8 minutes of evidence taken before the 

■2078 Mr Wioole-] Does he generally do so?— Always. 

2070 moVes the information ?-He loohs to one of the overseers to grre 
that Mormatiof , but any person cognizant of the fact may do so. 

2080 cLv««.] Was there more than the average number of dead men 

struck off? — No. . . j 1. -d- i. z- * . 

■2081 Mr C BerMey.] Were those 268 objections signed by Bishop directed 
to any particular class of voters ?-To non-residents ; to persons possessing pro- 
TOrtfifright of the Church ; and to persons whose description was general > -t 

Fs '^Gloucester ’’without any number or name of street. 

208m Do yoi remember 4ether the votes of the two General Lygons were 

objected to?— They were objected to. , . 2 -n. 

2083. They reside a 

lo7? th7? One of the General Lygons resides at Maddersfield. and the other 
F near Broadway. 1 supported their qualifications. 

^ 2oFi4 ^And did you succeed in maintaining both those votes ?— Both ; and U 
wartdtowed to General Lygon’s agent of Maddersfield. the highest sum that could 

Do you remember in how many of those 268 objections in the Gloucester 
disteicfhSl Med, signed by Bishop ?-Two hundred and thirteen; 55 succeeded, 

‘=”irL‘572mfalMefw“tsts clMied in each ^ Costs were 
nlZed in each case where, according to the hamster’s rule, they could he 
claimed The barrister very early in the court declined to give costs, unless the 
qualifications were complete in every respect. 

2087. He stated that in the outset ?-It was very early brought to a decision 
20si Was it brought to a decision upon a vote, or was it a statement of the 
barrister before he commenced business r— Upon a vote. 

2080. How many of those that claimed costs succeeded in getting them.— 

I have a urinted Table here which will tell you. , ^ j- 4. • f 

^ 2090. Reftesh your memory, and state how many ?— In the Gloucester district 
13/. 25. was paid in costs. 

•,2091. For how many votes^?— Forty-eight persons had costs allowed them. 

2093 Ho7L*you iccourtlor such a small number reco-vering 
great many persons appeared by agents ; I dare say I proved 10 cases myself, 

I was not in a condition to claim costs. fhp. agent diiIy 

2004. Ckairman.] Were the costs refused m cases v^here the agent only 
appeied ?— No, not if the agent came speciaUy to prove the vote. 

200,5. Mr. Walpole.'] Then did yon ask for costs ?-No. 

2096. Mr. C. Berkeley] All those objections came by post . -I heheve 

'''2097.^ WM post-mark did they bear; the Manchester 

the Manchester and some the Cheltenham ; the greater proportion the M 

Chester •, all the bad ones were from Manchester. . r- ] 

2098. What do you mean?— All those that were not 5“stamed--tao ons. 

2099. Mr. VilUns] All those that Bishop signed were good. No, y 

™*oo. Who appeared on behalf of Bishop, 

Septimus Pruin was the legal advocate ; Mr. Acland appeared 1 

*^^™oT.*^Di7h™4>pear to have any good grounds of objection to the majority 

a°BerkeUy] Did you attend the whole of the circuit?— No, 
Gloucester, Cheltenham and Tewkesbury. n- u .1, votes were 

2103. Chairrmn.] In the 213 which were gone into, in 
established, were there distinct grounds raised by Bishop or upon his p 

2104. Was the qualification questioned ?--No. _,ttprs of objection 

2105. Was there any reference to the brief, any particular matters 0 j 

to he gone into? — IbeUeve not. , . -vioMion?— 

2106. How were they disposed of; did i to the parties ; 

several cases a notice of withdrawal had been sent by Mr. Ac 
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that is the form of the withdrawal that Mr. Acland sent in many cases to persons 
who had been objected to. 

[The same -was handed in, and is asJbUoivs ;] 

WiTHDaAWAL OF OBJECTION. 

Registration Offices of the 
National Anti-Corn Law League, Manchester, 

Sir, 22 September 1845. 

Expressing my regret that an objection should have been taken to your vote for East 
Gloucestershire, and that I should, through inadvertence, have posted the notices of such 
objection, I hasten to atone for such error by informing you that I have procured the with- 
drawal of such objection, and that your appearance before the revising barrister in defence 
of your right to tlie franchise is unnecessary. 

I am, Sir, 

Yours respectfully, 

To Mr. Samuel Nettleship, James Acland. 

North Cray Place, Bexley, Kent. 

2107. Mr. Newdegate^ To whom is that directed ?— Mr. Samuel Nettleship, 
Korth Cray, Kent. 

2108. Of what politics is he? — I believe Conservative. 

2109. Mr. Walpole.'] Who is T. S. Cox ? — A solicitor, of Cheltenham. 

2110. Then it was sent to the solicitor, and forwarded by him to a Mr. Nettle- 
ship ?— Yes. 

2111. Chairman.] Would that notice of withdrawal be any security that his 
vote would not be struck off?— Unquestionably not. 

2112. Would it come to the cognizance of the barrister in such away? — I 
argued the case and got costs, notwithstanding that it was a -notice given by Mr. 
Acland of withdrawal. 

2113. Supposing this notice of withdrawal had been given, by the same party 

who had put in the objection, would that have been a security that the vote 
would not have been struck oflF?— No ; I cannot conceive how a notice of with- 
drawal can be given ; the only way it could be given would be to say ” I have 
objected to your vote by mistake, and I send to you the duplicate of the notice 
ia proof that I will not produce it j” but even that, unless the handwriting were 
proved 

2114. Unless the duplicate were returned too by the voter objected to, he 
would have no security that upon his non-appearance that duplicate would not 
be produced, and his vote struck oif for non-appearance t — None ; the barrister 
allowed costs to the party notwithstanding this notice of withdrawal had been 
given, because he held it” was no notice at all ; it was not a thing that the voter 
could act upon. 

2115. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Did the voters attend who had had this notice of 
withdrawal ? — When I was advised with, upon finding a few of these served, I 
issued a circular to all the parties advising them not to attend to them, but 
attend to prove their cases, and they did attend the court. 

2116. Mr. 'Villiers.] Upon your advice to them to attend? — ^Yes. 

2117. Mr. C. Berkeley.] You stated there were 268 objections in the Gloucester 
district, and you attended the Cheltenham district j how many were there there ? 
—In the Cheltenham district there were 764 . 

2118. Were all those signed by Bishop? — No. 

21 ig. How many of those were signed by Bishop 1 — About 463 . 

2120. And who were the others signed by 1 — By Mr. Cox, 301 . 

2121. Out of the 463 in the Cheltenham district served on the part of the 
League, how many succeeded ? — They failed in 299 ; they succeeded in 164 , 
67 of those being persons registered in duplicate ; persons who had changed their 
residence, and sent in a new claim, and struck out upon the old claim. 

2122. Of the 301 signed by Cox, how many succeeded ? — Eighty-four on the 
original claims, and 19 on duplicates j that is, 103 . 

2123. And 227 failed? — No, 198 . 

2124. Mr. Villiers.] Who did Cox act for? — The Conservatives. 

2125. Mr. Newdegate.] You have mentioned Mr. Septimus Pruin; who did 
he act for ? — He was the legal advocate engaged for the League. 

2126. Bishop, you have stated, is a leather dealer; is he a member of the 
Anti-Corn Law League ? — I cannot say. 

2127. Is he a voter? — Yes, he must be a voter. 

0.41. o 3 2128. Qualified 
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2128. Qualified for Gloucestershire?— Yes. 

2129. And Mr. Septimus Pruin appointed as the agent ot the Antt-CornLaw 

League, to support Bishop’s objections es. 

2 no Mr C. Berkeley.] In the 299 that failed, m how many cases were costs 
given by the revising barrister ?— I am not prepared to say ; the parties were 
most of them resident in Cheltenham. 

21 21. Chairman.] The costs were not given, except for expenses ?— Not to 
persons resident in the immediate locality — in Cheltenham ; they were all in the 

Mr C. Berkeley.] Who was the revising barrister f— Mr. Keating. 

2122 Mr niliers ] Did he say that was the reason— that they were resident in 
Cheltenham,-that he did not give costs ?— He laid down that rule, which we 

'''^*2?24^°C/iain?ian.] He laid down a rule that he would not give costs in cases 
where tire parties lived close at hand?— The object of giving costs was when they 

were brought a distance from home. ,. .ji'.uT'ii, j- 

2135. Mr. C. Berkeley.] How many were ohjeoted to m the Tewkesbury dis- 

(.riot ?— There were 92 objections by the League. 

2136. Were they signed by Bishop ?— Yes. 

2137. How many by Mr. Cox?— None. ■ ■ , r. 

oisi None by the Conservatives ?- Yes, there were mne given by the Con. 
servatives. i o' 

- 2120. What became ofthe 92 1 — Thirteen were struck off 

2140 Mr tValMle.] What became of the others ? -Thirteen were struck off 
upon merits, two as dead, and there were 11 cases postponed ; I did not 

. Mr. C. Berkeley.] On what ground were they postponed ?— I do not 
r0coll6ct. 

2142. How many succeeded out of the nine? Six. .1 , r -i v 

2142. Were costs given on either side in any of those that felled?— Yes; 
in Tewkesbury, Sir William Codrington was objected to ; Mr. Dodeswell, the 
Member for Tewkesbury, was objected to ; his brother was objected to, and the 
two General Lygons, Mr, Stone, Mr. Taylor of Strensharn Court Mr. Komney, 
Mr Newland, and the Rev. Mr. CUfton; costs were allowed to Six William 
Codrington’s agent of U. ; to a Mr. Taylor's agent, W. ; to General Lygons 

agent,!/. ; and in all, there were costs to 20. 

2144. Mr. Walpole.] There was no real ground of objection m those cases ?- 

None whatever. . c 4. 

2145. What was the apparent ground of objection stated by the agent ot tne 

objectors ? — There was none. 

2i4fi. Mr. Fi//iers.] Did they appear by agent?— Yes. 

2147. About these costs, are not the agents’ expenses paid r— No. 

2148. If the voter retained an agent, is not that professional person inclunea 
in the costs ?— Yes ; the maximum costs given are 1 /. 

2149. I thought you said the costs were reckoned by a sort of mileage, ac- 
cording to the distance they came?- One pound is the maximum. , 

2150. Including mileage and professional assistance ?— One pound is tn 

highest the barrister can allow. ,, i mmp 

2151. If a man came 20 miles and retained a hamster, he could not get too 

*^Ti 52. Mr^'c. Berkeley.] Sir William Codrington lives at Doddington Park in 
the western division of the county ? — Yes. „ 1 2 Vm 

2153. General Edward Lygon lives at Spnnghill, near Broadway /—res. 

2154. And General Henry Lygon at Maddersfield?— Yes. 

2155. And Mr. Taylor near Birmingham?— Yes. • w,„„rhQod of 

2156. Sir William Codrington has no property m the neighhourho 
Tewkesbury, has he ?— Yes ; considerable property in the town. 

2157. Houses?— I do not know what. _ they 

21,58. Have the two General Lygons property there Yes ; proper y 

have had for about 30 years. 

2159. House property?—! believe it is. , nnlv know 

2160. Is it a joint occupation, or how do they manage it had this 

that the solicitor who appeared, proved that the General Lygo 
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2161. Mr. C. Berkeley-I This house property? — For raanyyeai's. 

2162. You do not know the value of it, or what it amounted to? — No. 

2163. You stated you have attended the Revising Barrister’s Court since 
1832? — Since the passing of the Reform Act. 

2164. Do 3’’Ou consider the present system of registration of voters can be 
amended at all ? — Yes ; I think that the Post-office service, with proper limits, 
is most wholesome. 

2165. Have you any suggestions to offer to the Committee ; do you not con- 
ceive these voters have been put to considerable inconvenience and expense ; and 
do you conceive the Registration Act to be perfect ; or do not you imagine that 
there might be some alterations made in it which would be advantageous t — Yes ; 
with great humility I would suggest, that the Post-office service should be allowed 
in the polling district. 

216b. As it is now? — Yes, in case of persons residing in the polling district; 
the principal town in case they reside at a distance ; let the non-residents be 
objected to, claiming qualifications in London, for instance ; let the notice be 
posted at the principal polling district, Gloucester ; and I think that the barrister 
should, in extraordinary cases, have power to give extraordinary costs. 

2167. MxJVal'pole.'] Would you limit the power of objecting to the objector 
who is resident in the district where you sent the notice of objection, by post ? — 

I that would be very wholesome. 

2168. Mr. C. Ber]celey.'\ You object to the posting of the objection at Man- 
chester r — ^Yes. 

2169. You think it ought to be confined to the principal town in the division 
of the county ? — In case of distant voters, or in the post-office in any polling 
district. 

2170. yix.Villiers.'] Why? — I think that there would never be any difficulty 
in finding a proper person to object in a polling district, and then let him post his 
objection in a convenient place. 

2171. Mr. "PFfl/po/e.] Might it not give opportunities of communicating before 
the division took place, between the party objecting and the party objected to, so 
that the vote might be settled before ? — If the vote were fair, I see no objection 
to that ; it is rather desirable. 

2172. Mr. C. Berkeley . Do you think it would be desirable to give power to 
the barrister to give unlimited costs ? — Making a much higher maximum than 
20^.; I would not allow him to give 100/. 

2173. Chairman.'] Would you give a right of appeal in cases where you gave 
costs above a certain amount?— •! think that would be dangerous, because the 
appeal would be on the ground of costs only. 

2174. Mr. Walpole.] Does it not frequently happen that the overseers pro- 
duce old lists without inserting in their new lists, as* they ought to do, and which 
are placed against the church-doors, the alterations which the barrister has made 
in the previous lists? — That was very much the case before the last arrange- 
ment ; but now the register is printed on one side only, and the Clerk^ of the 
Peace is bound to send to the overseer the register of the last year, to which the 
overseer has only to add the new claims, and, therefore, that which was a serious 
objection has been remedied. 

2175. Mr. YiUiers.] Does the barrister require the personal attendance of the 
voter that is objected to r — -No. 

2176. Somebody must appear* on his behalf? — Somebody to give legal 
evidence. 

21 77. If any one was to prove his handwriting, setting forth the pmticulars 
of his qualification, would tire barrister accept that as evidence ? — I think not ; 
that would get rid at once of the power of cross-examination. 

2178. Is he bound to produce his deeds, supposing he holds irnder deed? — 
I think not ; it is all left to the barrister, whether the barrister is satisfied that 
A. B. has a qualification ; he must be satisfied by legal evidence; if I attend 
and say I know A. B., that he possesses such an estate, and I receive the rents 
for him, and it is worth more than 40 s. upon the face of it, the barrister 
receives that as evidence; but if that gentleman sent a letter to say so, the 
objection would be, this is a pnrsiA fade case ; I should like this gentleman 
here to ask him some questions. 

2179. He does not require the best evidence that could be given of a man’s 
title to the property ?— No. 

0.41. 04 ' 2180. Chairman] 
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3180. Chamnan.'] Does he require evidence of his authority to the agent to 
appear? — In some cases. 

2181. He might?— It is so much left to the barrister; if he is satisfied A. B. 
has a qualifica^ioUj he admits it. 

2182. Mr. Stuart Wortle^.'] Does the barrister require, in any case, proof ofa 
retainer from a voter to an agent ?— Not usually ; I do not tliink he would 
require it in the case of a respectable man. 

2183. Mr. ViUiers.'] Is there enough to remunerate a respectable man to 
attend on the part of a voter ?— If he is retained by his client to attend, he 
would require from him just as much as for any other attendance. 

2 1 84. If great costs were allowed, would it not encourage litigation r— I think 
not. 

2185. Mr. C. Berkeley.'] You stated there were 301 objections made by Cox in 
the" Cheltenham district ; were those signed all by one person!— I believe they 
were, by John Surman Cox. 

218c. Mr. Newdegate.] Were those objections to Conservatives ?— No, objec- 
tions by Conservatives against other persons. 

2187. Chaii'man?^ On what grounds; on merits, or what?— I believe they 
were given by way of retaliation. It was found at Cheltenham that objections 
had been made to persons where there was a general description, and Mr. Cox 
being very zealous for his party, objected also to persons on the same ground. 

2188. Mr. Stuart Wortleyi] Had that been done by Cox or any person in 
former years ? — No. 

2189. Mr. Newdegate.] May I ask you, supposing the system of general ob- 
jections, promiscuous objections continues, is it not probable that retaliation of 
that kind will occur ?■ — If there is time for it. 

219U. If there is opportunity for it?— Yes; you see these objections were 
posted at Manchester on the 24 th, and the majority of them were not delivered 
tin the 27 th. . . . 

2igi. U.V. Stuart Wortley.] Supposing in the next registration, now it is ascer- 
tained there is this system pursued on the side of one party, do you think it will 
lead to general retaliation ? — 1 would not do that myself ; I think it likely to lead 

to it. T 1 • 1 1 • 

2192. Mr. ViUiers.] The only redress that people have ? — 1 think that is so. 

2193. Stuart JVortley^ Do not you think it desirable to take some mea- 

sures to prevent its being done on either side ? — Certainly ; I made in the Glou- 
cester district five objections and established four. ^ 

2 1 94. Chairman.] Have you ever gone on the principle of serving indiscrimi. 
nate objections ? — Never. 

2195. yix. Milner Gibson.] Is there any difficulty in placing fictitious votes 
upon the register ? — None whatever ; there is no difficulty in my forging your 
name. 

2 1 9b. Without forging any name, is there any obstacle in the way of a person 
making a claim to appear upon the list of voters in any county, whether he baa 
any qualification or not r — None whatever. ^ . 

2197. What would prevent his appearing upon the list of voters supposing ne 
had made a fictitious claim? — The only remedy that I am aware of for fictitious 
votes is the service of notice by the post. 

2198. What I am asking is this, whatis it that prevents fictitious claims prac- 

tically appearing upon the list of voters and remaining there ? — I must coniess 
do not understand the question. . 1 • 

2199. You say there is no difficulty whatever in a man’s way, if 
posed, in getting himself placed upon the list of voters ; I ask you what is 
check against such a creation of fictitious votes ? — An objection. 

2200. Are you of opinion that, inasmuch as there is this unlimited facui y 

making fictitious votes, there should be any obstacle thrown in the way 01 0 3 
tions r — I think there ought not to he any unreasonable obstacle thrown m 
way of objections. _ ^ 

220 1 . Are there not a number of votes upon the register that h^ve neve 
substantiated before any revising barrister ; are tliere not new claims every y 

2202. Is there no mode of knowing the validity of those claims but 

objection ; no mode of testing the validity of the votes ? — in most c^es > . 

case of all occupying tenants, it is the simplest thing in the world to 
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’ft-hether A. B. is qualified ; in most cases of freehold, if you go into the parish, 
you can satisfy yourself. ’ 

220;^. I ask you, in case of a rent-charge running over a large estate, of 40 ^., 
by what means could you ascertain, without difficulty and expense, that that 
rent-charge was enjoyed by the voter ?— That is a very unusual case. 

22o^j. Chainnan.'] Were those objections mostly to rent-charges ?— I do not 
think there was one. 

2205. Mr. Yillkvs:] Is there any body bound to ascertain the validity of the 
vote ?— No. 

2206. Mr. Adderlcy.'] If wholesale claims were made which appeared suspicious 
to the overseer, he would be bound to investigate the case r— Certainly. 

2207. Chairma 7 i.] It is only the rent-charger about whom there can be any 
doubt ?— Only that ; formerly the rent-charges were required to be registered with 
the clerk of the peace ; 1 believe the decisions of the barristers have not agreed ; 
I think the majority have decided tliat the provisions of the Reform Act super- 
seded that ; as long ago as (I think) the 43 d Geo. 3 , these rent-charges were 
required to be registered by the clerk of the peace. 

2208. Mv. Milner Gibson.'] How long have you been concerned in this eastern 
division ? — Since the passing of the Reform Act. 

2209. What number of objections were made annually by the Conservative 
party since the Reform Act ? — I cannot possibly tell. 

2210. The average r— Of late years it has been very dull indeed. 

2211. Mr. 'Walpole.] Have you ever had the same system of objection tried in 
former 5’’ears as that pursued this year ? — No. 

2212. Mr. M'llner Gibson.] This year this great number of objections has come 
into operation ? — Y es. 

2213. In former times w^ere there any costs ?• — No. 

2214. This great number of objections has taken place since the parties have 
been legally liable to costs — The power to serve notices by post was one of the 
provisions of the same Act to enable the barrister to give costs ; I attribute the 
number of objections to the facility of serving them by post. 

2215. Although there was a facility given to the service of objections, there 
was a liability imposed upon parties who made vexatious objections by giving 
costs ? — Yes. 

2216. In point of fact, the number of objections has increased since the 
Legislature has awarded costs in cases of vexatious objections ?— Yes. 

2217. Mr. Adderle^.] You consider that objections have increased since the 
objections have been made by a body sufficiently wealthy to stand the costs ? — 
Yes ; we have not arrived at an average; the power to give costs, and the 
power to serve notices by post, has only come into operation during the last two 
years. 

2218. Mr. Milner Gibson^ You say there were 55 out of 268 struck off; 
I want to know how many misdescriptions were amended by the barrister in cases 
where the votes were sustained though amended? — Several. 

2219. How many ? — I should say half of that number. 

2220. Do you consider it desirable that parties should be compelled to have 
their names inserted on the register, according to the requirements of the 
Re^stmtion Act ? — I think that the power to serve notice by post upon a person 
according to the description on the register, at once removes the difficulty. The 
only difficulty in a person not giving his full description is, that there is a 
difficulty ill serving him with the notice ; but the law says, “ if you direct the 
letter as described on the list, that shall be a good service,” wliich at once gets 
nd of the difficulty. 

2221 . My question was, whether you thought it desirable that parties should 
be described ? — I think it immaterial. 

2222. You think it is equally easy to identify a voter who has given a vague 
description of his place of residence, as if he had given the street and number 
ot the house in which he lived ? — No ; it throws no impediment in the way of 
the objector. 

2223. Is it not necessary and desirable to make inquiries, according to your 
account, before you object to a voter ? — I do not think it material, because 

^ you have any doubt of the qualification, vou have no difficulty in serving 
notice of objection. 

P 2224. I ask 
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2224 I ask whether you think it desirable to make an inquiry as to the 
voter’s qualification before the objection is sent to him -“Yes. 

2221 Do not you think it necessary, in order to make such an inquiry, that 
the voter should be accurately described upon the register ?— In some instances 

S Is that not the object of the law '—That is matter of opinion. 

2227' Can you consider it a hardship that a man is compe led to describe 
himself upon the register as a voter in the manner which the law requires 1- 

Mr Nemdenate.} I wish to ask you with reference to misdescriptioii; 
yorstate that the description which shall be sufficient for identification, is all 

* MOQ^rSd tolS you whether, in amending the law, you would not con- 
sider it desirable that the post-office service of a notice should be taken only as 
S evidence, instead of as conclusive evidence ?-Yes, I think so deci- 
Sy ■ a case went to the Common Pleas, in which I was concerned, and that 
was the view the barrister took of it, and the view I hoped the Common Pleas 

name rf that case ?-Bishop and Helps. 
The 4 se arose in this way ; the notices of objection were posted at Manchester 
™ the "XanCived in different places about Gloncester on the 27 th i I took 
the objection before the barrister in the first place, that the prodnction of he 
notice of objection with the post-mark of Manchester, and also proof that m the 
mXary course of post it would be delivered, was only /«rie evidence 

I eottended that &e post-office stamp at Gloucester of the 27 th, was of as much 
vidhiitras the post-office stamp of Manchester and the barrister deeded m my 
favour that it L only primi fade evidence. If we were in a condition to show 
that it did not arrive before the 25 th, it was not a good semoe. 

2221 Mr Stuart Wortky.] Yon said that a misdescription upon the registe 
was of less consequence, inasmuch as the only object of the description w® to 
enable the party to address the objection? — No inconvemence . I joined m 
urging upon tte revising barristers the post-office service, because it was ffie habit, 
wtoever^there was a fictitious registering, to put Northampton, Southampton 
Wolverhampton, and other places, and the consequence was.we ™ver could (A ert 
to them ; and now that there is a post-office service, you can hit all those 

Supposing the post-office service not to he conclusive, butpnffld/®ie, 
would it have that effect?-It would he conclusive, if you left your notice on the 
23 d or 20th. TTie difficulty is this ; the statute says it shall be serwce it i 
■would arrive in the ordinary course of post: now, if you put a letter in 
Manchester on the 20 th of August, there could be no doubt about it 

2233. What I mean is this ; supposing I iraudnlently 
and give my description as Wolverhampton, where I do not reside, ^t^ 
you to send an objection by post to Wolverhampton ; but il I am 
prove I never received it, the post-office service would become , d 

It is as described in the list ; if it reached Wolverhampton, that would incl 

’^'’2234. 1 understand you to suggest that it should b’e 

the service, unless the party can prove that it did not reach the p 

appears as the voter’s description upon the register, in due time . e . 

2235. Unless he can prove it did not reach that place 'u lue , 
be conclusive evidence of having been notice to him, whether le 

” Berkeley.] You think it very much to he condemned jf 
tern is pursued on either side, of wholesale objection to voters upon B 

2237. Is there any suggestion you could offer to the *tie 

to it?-It is a very LmpUcated and difficult subject ; I think t‘«t 
barrister greater latitude as to costs, and also restricting the post-omce s 

the polling district, would be the best remedy that I am aware ot. 

2238. Mr. Adderki/.] You made three suggestions ; one, that tne p , 

service should be restricted: secondly, that the costs should be incr , 
thirdly, that the objector should be resident in the district ; do any 
gestions occur to you ?— No. chaimm-l 
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2239. Chairman.'] Do you consider it would be safe to get rid of objections 
on the ground of misdescription ; that the objections should only go to defect 
in the qualification ? — Yes, I do. 

2240. Mr. Stuart Wortky.] Parties have power to appear before the barrister, 
and satisfy his mind that an alteration is required, and can ask him to make it 
^■ithout objection’— Certainly. 

2241. Chairman^ Without putting the bond fide voter to the peril of losing 
his vote in the case of non-appearance? — Yes. 

2242. In such cases have you ever amended the register without serving notice 
of objection against the_ party ?— Yes, I think I have. 

2243. yiv. Adderley.] Do you conceive the register would become incorrect 
upon that plan, by either negligence or not culpable ignorance of people by the 
question not being raised?— No. 

2244. Do not you conceive there would be many incorrect entries which 
would never be suggested to the barrister for correction? — Yes ; unless any elec- 
tion was expected, or anything was stirring, there would be little notice taken of 
the thing ; it would take its course. 

2245. You think there would be special occasions arising from time to time 
that would effectually clear the register ? — Yes. 

2246. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Can you give us any general statement of the 
eastern division, as to the number struck off? — I will supply the Committee with 

anything I can. .mi • • 1 l 

2247. We want it for the eastern division of the county r — The principal ob- 

jections were in Cheltenham, Gloucester and Tewkesbury. In the other places 
there were few objections. . , 

2248. You say upon the whole there were 934 League objections ? ^Yes. 

2249. You mentioned that some notices were withdrawn by Mr. Acland, but 
notwithstanding those notices of objection had been withdrawn, letters had been 
written to the voters to the effect, as you advised, that the voter should attend r 
Yes. 

2250. How many of those cases will there be?— I could not possibly tell that. 

2251. Cannot you form any opinion? — No; upon finding that a withdrawal 
had been given, I sent a general circular to all the parties objected to. 

2252. Then those parties attended at your instigation, although they had been 
told by Mr. Acland that the notices of objection would not be proceeded with? 

I advised them to do so. . i • i j t 

2253. You recovered costs in cases where the notice of objection had been 

withdrawn ? — Yes. , . i 1 t. 

2254. How many of those cases are to be found amongst your whole number 
of cases of costs ?— Very few ; I know of one in which the point was raised and 
argued. In the first instance, the barrister decided against me ; he thought the 
withdrawal was good. On the next morning, on going into court, I recurred to 
a similar case, and re-argued it, and the barrister held with me and allowed costs . 

2255. Mr. Acland pleaded then that the notice of objection had been with- 

drawn, and therefore that there could be no claim for costs ?— That was his plea. 
Mr. Pruen acted for him. . . . ,, .. 

2256. Would the notice of objection have been proceeded with at all il you 

bad not written to the parties to attend ? — 1 felt bound, as the of the parties, 

when I found these withdrawals were given, not to consider whemer it might in 
law amount to a withdrawal or not, but to take the course which would make 
the parties, as far as I could, safe, and therefore I advised them to attend. When 
it was contended that this withdrawal, which was put in upon the party appear- 
ing, sheltered them from costs, I lay by, and in two cases the parties were caUed, 
and the claims gone into, notwithstanding the withdrawal had beeri given. 

2257. Chairman.] So that the withdrawal was a trap ?— I coosidered so. 

2258. Mr. Milner Gibson.] It was after you had made your claim for costs 
the objectioa was gone into?— No; it was after the withdrawal was pubhcly 

announced in court, as a withdrawal on the part of the objector Bishop- _ 

2259. lifter that had been publicly announced in court, you then claimed 

costs? — I then claimed costs. . ■ r 1 

2260. Upon which the party contended that having given notice or withdrawal, 

he ought not to pay costs ? — Yes. * u u k 

2261. ‘When the revising barrister’s decision was that the costs should be 
awarded to the party objected to, then Mr. Acland thought it right to go on with 

0.41. p 2 



Mr.iZ. Helps. 
3 April 1846. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 



Mr. R. Helps- 
2 April 1846. 



the objection?— !N^o; he adopted my argument, and alegal notice of withdrawal 
was given in those cases ; there was one case in particular ; a legal notice of with- 
drawal, signed by Mr. Pruenon behalf of Bishop, was sent to a gentleman of the 
name of Freer, in Devonshii'e ; and notwithstanding that notice had been given, 
the case of Dr. Freer was discussed at the time when we did not know the with- 
drawal had been given, and afterwards it came to us . 

2262. Mr. Stua 7 't Wortley.] There were cases in which the withdrawal had 
been sent to the voter, and yet, nevertheless, before the barrister, the same parties 
who had sent that withdrawal, insisted upon the objection?— Yes. 

2263. After they had insisted upon the abjection, and entered upon it, the 
withdrawal came to light It came in by the next post. 

2264. How many cases of that kind happened r — One case ; the case I allude 
to, was the only case in which I relied upon that withdrawal. 

2265. In point of fact, if the voters had not appeared, the withdrawal would 
never have been heard of? — I think not. 

2266. There would have been no proof of that ? — None, whatever. 

2267. Therefore the party who gave those withdrawals, and made the objec- 
tions, would have been entitled, notwithstanding, to have gone into the objections 
and to strike the votes off, if they had not appeared ?— Certainly. 

2268. Chairman] The party withdrawing the objection was not the objector? 
—No. 

2269. Mr. Stuart JVortley.'] Was any apology or excuse given for proceeding 
in that case of Dr. Freer’s ? — No, it was not known ; the objection was discussed, 
and the deed was produced, and the gentleman’s vote was allowed ; the objection 
being gone into ; and in the ordinary way, by the next post came to us the 
notice of withdrawal. 

2270. Mr. Walpole.'] What district was that in ? — Cheltenham. 

2271. Do you recollect what parish? — In Cheltenham parish. 

2272. Mr. Stuart fVo 7 'tley?\ In fact the vote was discussed without the with- 
drawal transpiring ?— At the time. 

2273. You said somethiug about you “ lay by what case was that ? — It ^vas 
the case of a person of the name of Yeen. 

2274. What were the circumstances? — I was going over from Gloucester to 
Cheltenham to attend the revising barrister s court, and when I got out of the 



carriage . • r ■ u 

2275. Mr. Milner Gibso 7 i] Did the same party who had given notice of with- 
drawal go on with the objection ? — Yes. 

2276. Mr. Septimus Pruen did so ? — Yes. 

2277. Was that stated to be intentional, or a mistake? — Nothing was stated, 

I am only giving the fact. , . 

2278. Chairman.] In this case the objection had been withdrawn, but still it 
insisted upon when the party made his appearance ? — The case of Dr. Freer is the 
only case I know of; in the other case the circumstances were these: Iwasgoi^ 
from Gloucester to Cheltenham, and when I got out of the carriage a man of the 
name ofYeend came to me, and said his brother had been objected to, who was lU, 
andhe wished particularly to he at Gloucester. He said, “ I have a notice 01 
withdrawal,” and he produced it to me and to Mr. Cox, and we said, “ Very wu, 
if that is so, we will state that fact, and you need not attend.” It had men 
been stated, and all these parties were identified by Mr. Acland and Bishop. 
Then when we came to this name, the party was called and did not appear, an 
the objection was not withdrawn. 

2279. Mr.Stuari Wortky.] What did you do ?- 
withdrawn ; and it was then withdrawn. 

2280. Was Mr. Pruen there that day? — ^Yes. 

2281. tiave you got the notice of withdrawal ?- 

2282. Who was it signed by ? — Mr. Acland. 

2283. Chairman.] Mr. Acland had no recognized capacity, had he?^ — 

2284. Mr. Stuai'tWortky,] What case did you go before the barrister on, - 

Freer’s case ?— T was at Cheltenham on the 20th and 21st, which of those day 
this case was discussed I could not state. ^ 1 , 

2285. This appears to have been posted by Mr. Pruen on the 20th of Cc 0 

— \handing a 7 } 0 tice to the Witness] ? — Yes. .-.g 

2286. So that it must have been on the very same day that he gave the n 

that he insisted upon the objection?— Y'es. g jg 



-We then stated it had been 
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22S7. Is that Mr. Pnien’s handwriting ?— Yes j he is a respectable man, and 
I should be sorry to say be did that designedly. 

2288. Mr. Milner Gibson.’\ How much money did you recover on those cases 
in which the notices were withdrawn, and you advised the parties to attend ; how 
much money did you get paid then ? — I could not tell. 

2289. Mr. Stuart Wortley,'\ Has your attention been called to the suggestion 
of requiring a deposit in case of making objections by the party making them as 
a security for costs? — Y es. 

2290. What is your opinion ?— I do not approve of the plan myself. 

2291. On what ground do you disapprove of it? — I do not think that you 
should fetter any bond jide objections. 

2292. Mr. Adderley^ What is the danger in your mind? — I thin k {f a 
person acts bond jide^ he ought to object in reason, without making a deposit ; 
it would never be done by individuals ; in the end it would be the act of a 
party. 

2293. Mr. Stuart Wortley.] Do not you think it desirable to prevent any 
party from putting forward a mere man of straw to harass the electors?— 
They are protected against that to a certain extent, because if costs are awarded 
and not paid, the other objections fall to the ground. 

2294. Mr. Nmdegate.'] Is it not the fact, that the qualifications of many of 
the clergy were objected to, it being notorious that in most instances they might 
have been tested by reference to public documents. 

[The Witness handed in a list.] 

2295. Do you hand in that list as an instance of this annoyance ?~Yes • 
almost every clergyman in the district professing Conservative principles was 
objected to. 

2296. Is this a list of non-resident freeholders objected to?— Yes. 

2297. You hand it in as an instance of these objections to voters beino- at a 

distance from the place ? — Yes. ° 

2298. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Were any of those struck off? — Notone. 

2299. Were they amended? — No, I think not. 

2300. Were not the descriptions amended?— In two or three instances • there 
was one description “the Deanery of Gloucester,” the best description you could 
have. 
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Colin Campbell Macaulay , Esq., Examined. 

2.30T. Chairman:] YOU are a solicitor at Leicester ?— Yes. 

c Have you been for some time secretary for the Leicestershii*e Conser- 
* From the first formation of the Society; very soon after the 
passmg of the Reform Act. 

2303. Have you had considerable ejqjerience in connexion with registration ? 
res; 1 have had the entire management of the registration for the southern 
mvisioa of the county from the time the Reform Act passed, the whole manage- 
T ha Jeirmation of the register on the part of the Conservative interest, and 
rave bad the entire charge of attending to it since that time, 
orra.”'*' conducted the registrations gratuitously? — Yes ; on the first 
deal the formation of the register, when there was, of course, a great 

the p 1 , occupied, I charged for that, along with the expense of 

0 coming on ; the two things were naturally connected with each 

^ 3 other ; 
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other ; since then, I have taken the general superintendence of the registration, 

vnthout making any charge for it. r 1, i i 

250^ Have you become aware of a system of wholesale objections ?_Yes ; 

T have found that to take place on several occasions ; I would say we hare 
never been entirely free from a system of vexatious objections ; from the first 
heainning of the registration there has been scarcely a year up to the year- 1843, 
when the present Act passed, in which we have not found that many frivolous 
and vexatious objections have been made ; in some years there have been more 
than in others ; still there never has been a year in which we have never been 
annoved and kept in hot water by it ; before that Act ol 1843 paped I do not 
think there was ever a year that I had not occasion to regret the absence of 
power on the part of the revising barrister to impose a fine or aUow costs ia 

cases of frivolous objections. . r . 

2,06 Have yon yourself been engaged in serving notices of objecionf- 
The department 1 have taken, is that of general superintendence ; I have 

employed subordinate agents who have acted under my instructioiis. Perhaps 

the Committee will allow me to detail the course of proceeding ; I have taken 
the general superintendence of it; on all occasions where anything importaut 
has occurred I have been applied to; I have not personally signed the objec- 
tions or taken a personal part in ascertaining who were the proper persons tube 
obiected to but the instructions I have always given, and 1 have reason to 
believe they have been thoroughly acted upon, I have never heard any com- 
plaint to the contrary, have been never to object to any persons, unless there 
were some reasonable grounds of objection, and unless there was a probability 
the objection would be entertained ; not to take any objections that were not 

*^“2307. Those objections therefore, were always after investigating the claims! 
Yes. 

2308. Were they objections upon qualification!—! do not think that any 
objections on my part have ever been taken, except a^mst the qualifications, 
or where we have had reason to believe, either that the qualification did not 
exist to such an extent as the law required, or that it had been lost m soine way , 
those are the only cases, I am aware of, of objections being taken in the Conser- 
vative interest ; in any other case I should have set my lace against it, and it 
such a system had been pursued, I must have heard of it ; with reprd to a 
system of frivolous objections on the other side, I should say that theie hare 
not been many occasions in which they have been ^ 

two most striking occasions, were 10 years apart, in 1 83 j and 1 b4o , 

Committee to hear in mind, that in no years have we been free from ' m 
the year 1835, immediately followed the general election, m winch two Oon 
vatives were returned for the southern division, in the place of one on ^ 
side of the question, that election was followed by an atterap , no y 
inundate the register with doubtful and bad votes, but to carry on a sy 
vexatious objection ; I do not recollect the number of objections served! 
year, but there were many hundreds, and from the nature of 
judging from the class of persons who were objected , x x .,,„k 

the principal motive appeared to be, to fix upon the persons who resi 
a distance from the polling places, that they would not tluuk it wor i 
take any steps for defending their votes ; if I recollect rightly, upon 
sion, a vast majority of those fixed upon, were residents out of the co J 
the same occasion, there were a great number of votes put on by way - 
ment j I do not complain much of it ; perhaps it was a fair aad 

whether the persons who claimed to have an interest in dissenting me ° 
with very slight grounds for so claiming, and who had been considere 

2309. These were most points at the time before the i Vnup would 

time, 1835 to 1845, I'do not think there was any year in which ^ 

caU a wholesale system of objections prevailed. There was a 

which I beg to state hereafter, not of objection, but of a fraudulent or lorg 
that occurred in the mean time ; I will confine myself now to the sy 

objection. iv. were 

2310. Sir John Walsh.] With regard to this system of objection 

you aware that it originated with any party in the county, or any so j 
the county ?~A political society in the county ; I am not pare mai 
origin at any great distance, there was a political society existing m 
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called the Reform Society, which took charge of the registration on tlie one 
side. 

2311. Chairman.l Have you always had, annually, occupation in the courts in 
maintaining good votes and resisting had ones ? — We have never been free from 
that; in 1835 , I think, I attended the court regularly, every day for a fortnight ; 
since then it has been more or less. 

2312. Chairman.l What were the circumstances in 1845 ? — At tlie last regis- 
tration of that year, the number objected to was, 1 ,370 Conservatives objected to. 

2313. "What proportion of the electors may that be?— The number of persons 
on the register, previous to the last registration, was 4 , 829 ; of these, 1,370 were 
objected to by one man. 

2314. Sir John JV alsh ] Is this in one division ? — Yes ; I am confining myself 
to the Southern Division of Leicestersiiire. 

2315. Chairman!] You say this number was objected to by one man ? — Yes. 

2316. Mr. Newdegaie.] Did there appear to have been any selection in those 
objected to ; I mean as to politics or residence ?— Every one I am speaking of 
was a Conservative ; 1,370 were all on one side of the question; upon looking 
over the list of them I can scarcely say that any particular system was followed ; 
they were persons in all classes of life, members of Parliament and gentlemen 
of landed estates too, merchants, shop-keepers, farmers and yeomen ; it seemed 
as if there was a sort of decimation, or rather more than that, of the register : 
the number I found objected to by this one man, amounted to, as nearly as 
possible, three-sevenths, not quite half the whole Conservative constituency. 

2317. What was his name? — Lawrence Staines. 

2318. What is he?— Not a professional man, in a low station of life, and for 
years past employed as an active agent, looking up new claims and objections 
on behalf of the Reform Society ; he has been in the habit of acting for a 
number of years. I should mention that, during and previously to the last 
registration, it was very currently reported and believed that he had rather 
changed his masters, that he was acting on behalf of the Anti-Corn League; 
the exertions that were used by him, and the persons that were employed by him, 
were of a much more energetic and expensive character than they had been for 
a number of years before, and it was the general impression and belief, though, 
I cannot say there is anything by which one can strictly fix the proof, that he 
was acting under the orders and with the money of that society: nobody in the 
town of Leicester, w'hich was the head quarters of his business, at all doubted 
it ; it was considered a matter of notoriety. 



2319. Owing to the difference of system and the more expensive manner of 
conducting it ? —That was one reason ; I have a strong impression, unfortunately 
I cannot find the newspaper, tliat immediately after the registration, and I am 
certain I must be right, for I recollect pointing out the article in a local paper 
to three gentlemen who were with me, in which they boasted of the progress 
which the League had made in changing the constituencies in different counties, 
and instanced one of the divisions of Lancashire, and one of the divisions of 
Cheshire, and they added to it South Leicestershire, such and such, again 
putting the number. 1 pointed it out to two or three gentlemen of the county, 
and I said, if what they say about South Leicestershire is as true as what they 
say of the other counties, they have not gained much. I can prove, instead of 
that party having gained this year, there has been a slight gain on our side. 
I have ordered the files of that paper to be searched, and 1 cannot find the 
^per ; my impression is, that in one of the Leicester local papers I saw it. 
Th^ is perfectly clear, that the general impression was in the place that he was 
acting for the Anti-Corn League. 

2320, Chah'man.'] What number were established out of 1 , 370 ? — Only 30 
established, and the others were almost all without a shadow of ground; 
nobody could imagine why such persons should be objected to, unless it was 
either with the hope that amongst so many there might be a sufficient number 
who would not think it worth their while to defend their votes, and that they 
®^ght create some sort of change in the register, or otherwise for the purpose 

in-itating and annoying the parties opposed to them ; those are the only 
motives one could possibly imagine. 

^321. Mr. C. Be 7 ' 7 celey.] 'V^ere costs claimed in those cases? — Yes; the bar- 
risters courts are held in about five or six different places in the division, and 
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at the first place where the court was held, on the first of these Totes coming on 
the vote was immediately declared good, and the costs were applied for ami 
granted. The party whose vote had been objected to, said he had travelled 40 
miles, and the barrister allowed him 10 s. for costs : he was a gentleman la 

Warwickshire. ^ i o'! 

2422. In how many cases were costs allowed! — Ihere were three more, 1 
thiii where the barrister gave 5s. and 2s. 6<i. ; then when the objector, 
Lawrence Staines, found that the barrister was beginning to give costs, he said 
he would go into no more objections that day, and that he would withdraw all 
his objections ; the parties objected to were in court, they appeared and pm. 
duced their objections and claimed their costs ; but the barrister said, as there 
was no objection before him, he could not allow costs ; and the consequence 
■was that there were no costs allowed except in cases where the objector chose 
to persist in his objection, which he did in very few cases after that. 

2323. Mr. Adderley.'] In those 30 established were there cases heard ia 
which costs were not given?— I am not quite prepared to say that; I have not 
been in the habit of attending for the last several years ; I have had the system 
so well established by my subordinate agents, I have not attended personally 
unless I have been sent for ; I was not present when any of those 30 were 
beard. 

23‘24. Putting those 30 out of the question, of all the rest of 1,340 you 
say there were only four or five heard?— There were only four or five at the 
first place, Lutterworth; after the objector had withdrawn all the r^t of his 
objections, it was pointed out that there were such a number of objections; 
the barrister sisked him whether he intended to go into those at other places, 
or withdraw them ; he said, he should withdraw the greater part of them, and 
the barrister required him to give in a list of the names on the other side, and 
he gave in a list containing 1,000 or more. 

2325. Chairman.'] ‘Which were withdrawn upon the apprehension of costs? 
—Yes. 

2326. IN'lr. C. Berkeley.] I wish to know generally; you say there were 
1,370 objections; out of those 1,370 objections, you say only 30 succeeded? 
— Yes. 

2327. There are 1,340 objections still? — Yes. 

2328. Out of those 1,340 objections, in how many cases were costs claimed, 
and in how many cases granted ? — I am not prepared to say. 

2329. About? — I have not had any return made to me of that; I could not 
teU. ; I could tell by having the documents looked over that we have in Leices- 
tershire. 

2330. Chairman^ "Were costs claimed and refused? — Yes; costs were 
claimed, and refused in all cases where the objection was not proceeded wiln. 

2331. Were they refused in other cases? — No ; they were not refused, escep 
where the objection appeared to have been a frivolous one. 

2332. What would be held to be a frivolous objection ; would any misdescrip- 
tion have been held to have been such a fair objection, as to disqualify apeisoa 
from claiming costs? — No; I do not think it would. 

2333. Mr. Adderley.] State some of the grounds upon which costs were 

refused ? 

2334. Chairman.] They were refused of course v/here the objection con 

sidered a good one ? — Yes. . 

2335- Was that the only case in which costs were refused after hearing- 
I cannot recollect at this moment ; as I stated, I was not in the habit of atten g 
to the details of these things ; I have taken a return of the number from my 
subordinate agents who attended ; I am not prepEvred to say. 

2336. You ascertained one point, that out of 1,370 only 30 were susts 
Yes. 

2337. Mr. C. Berkeley.] Tell us how many of the 1,340 vrere ameiideOy 
altering the description, or in any other respect amending the quaUfication- 
believe very few ; the greater part of them were withdrawn at once. 

2338. How many were withdrawn ? — Upwards of 1,000. , / 

2339. Sir John IValsh.] Do I understand that 1,370 was the total nutn 

objections? — Yes. * wn?— 

2340. Only 30 established, and there were upwards of 1,000 withdra 

,34,. Tb= 
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2.341. remainder, upwards of 300, were prosecuted, but were not 

established?— Yes. 

2342. They were adjudicated upon by the revising barrister ? — Yes. 

2343. Chairman.~\ Were others withdrawn, beside the 1,000, in the course of 
the circuit ?— I think it is likely they were; the 1 ,000 were withdrawn almost in 
a mass ; immediately alter that withdrawal took place, circulars were sent to ail 
the parties, in which they were requested to attend to support their votes ; many 
did not reach the parties in time ; many came and applied for costs, but the 
barrister refused to grant costs on the same grounds that he had refused the 
others, that there was no objection before him. 

2344. Mr. Newdegate:\ Supposing a man objects to another’s vote, and he 
sends some notice to him that he will not proceed, unless he inclosed the dupli- 
cate, that objection may still be proceeded wilb ? — Yes. 

2345. Might not Staines afterwards have proceeded with this, if he had chosen? 
—The barrister would not have allowed him. I think. It was at the barrister's 
own desire that he signed the lists of withdrawal. 

2346. This withdrawal was a withdrawal in court? — Yes. 

2347. Mr. C. I erkdcy.'] W'’hat was the name of the revising barrister ? —Mr. 
Skinner. 

2348. Mr. Adderleg.'] Do you know of any cases of objections withdrawn! 
before ? — I am pretty sure there were none before the court met ; the parties who 
were objected to were persons whose qualifications were perfectly notorious, 
some of them men of the greatest property in the county; for instance, Mr. 
Packe, the Member for the southern division, and Mr. Farnham, one of the Mem- 
bers of the northern division, both men of large property, who never sold an acre 
of land in their lives. The honourable Mr. V’ilson, the eldest son of Lord Berners, 
and Mr. King, the Chairman of the Conservative Society, was fixed upon. 

2349- Chairman.'] Who was the objector ; was he a man who could have borne 
costs, in case they had been given against him ? — No ; a man quite in a low station 
of life ; he has been for a great many yeai’s a hanger on of that party. I think 
he once kept a low public house. 

2350. Mr. Addcrky.] What does he do, then ? —Nothing, but attending to 
political matters. 

Mr. C. Berkeley^ Where does he reside ?— In Leicester. 

2352. Mr. Ncwdegate.] In case he had failed in maintaining the greater part 
of these 1,000 objections, and costs had been awarded, you think he could not 
have met them ? — Unless he had been supplied with money from some other 
quarter, I am sure he could not, to any extent. 

2313- I mean to the extent of 600/. or 700/.? — No, nor 60/. or 70/. ; that 
would be a great deal more than he could have met : I should judge sq. 

23.54* Sir John Walsh.] You think there was no valid objection to the majority 
of these votes ; was there any colourable objection of any kind, any technical or 
formal objection, those that were gone into? — No ; there was no pretence for an 
objection ; and I would repeat, that that is confirmed by the circumstance of so 
many being withdrawn. 

2355- Chairman.] Was there no brief produced of the nature of the objections? 
— No. 

2356. Mr. Adderley.] I understand you are Agent for the Conservative Society ? 

Honoraiy Secretary. 

2357. You will look after any amendment of the register on the part of the 
Conservatives? — Yes. 

23=58. Do you intend to correct the entries of any of these cases that were 
dismissed ; do you know that any of those cases that were objected to are in- 
accurate upon the register, and which it will be your duty to see corrected before 
me next revision? — I cannot mention any; we always look through the 
register. 

2359. In 1,300 cases against you, your attention would be drawn to the register 
to see e alw- ays do that periodically. 

2360. Since the last revision ? — Not since the last ; we begin upon that in the 
summer. 

2361. Is it the impression upon your mind that any of those 1,300 cases which 
"ere dismissed are inaccurately described, or that there is any defect in the 
entry: — I have no reason to think that there are; I looked into a good many; 

Q a great 
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a great many gentlemen came to me, and showed me their notices of objectionj 
thinhine that it must have been owing to some misdescription. 

2362 Did the objectors that were heard appear to know any thing about the 
votes ? —I could not say. 

oq6q Were you present? — There were no cases that required arguing; they 
were all cases of this kind, where the qualification was clear ; it was not neces- 
sary to attend the court on the last occasion. 

2364. Mr. Newdegate.'] Owing to there being no case to argue, and all those 

cases of clear qualification . ^ , 

2365. Mr. Villiers.'] You, as I understand, have been an agent tor this political 
society since'l833 ? - 1 think the society was established either in 1833 or 1834; 

1 was'at its first establishment ; I became the honorary secretary, which office 1 
have held ever since; as far as regards the proceedings of that society, mine has been 
entirely an honorary office ; I was employed hy the gentlemen of the Conserva- 
tive interest to attend to the formation of the register in 1832. and to manage 
the election for the candidate in the Conservative interest on that occasion. 

2366. You were the political agent for this society ?- Shortly after^that 
election the society was formed for the purpose of attending to the registration, 

2367. You acted for this political society ( Certainly. 

2368. You did what you undertook to do — you attended at the register, and 
looked after the interest of the candidate on the side of your political party?— 

Certainly. , l j r 

2361]. That was a society to oppose Reform r — No ; established lor the pur- 
pose of insuring the putting upon the register all in the Conservative interest 
who had a right to vote, and keeping out of the register those who on the other 



side had not a right to vote. . ^ , 

2370. The object was then to oppose Reform, not Free Trade, at that time? 

— That question had not been agitated so much then as it has been since, and 
the Reform Act had passed. , ^ , e 

2371. Was there any society when you began, formed for the pur^se 01 
attending to the interest on the opposite side?— Yes; I think the Reform 
Society was formed earlier than ours ; there had been one previously, caUed 
the Political Union, which had been very active and conspicuous ; that ffid not 
exist for a very long time ; I think it was succeeded^ by the Reform bociety, 
which, I believe, was established before our Conservative Association. 

2372. Do you mean that there was a society attending to the registration, oeiore 
your society r — I think they began earlier; I cannot charge my memory as to 
dates. 

2373. Then in 1835 you had to complain of what you call a vexatious system 
of objection taken to voters on your side? — Certainly. 

2374. Could you give us any account of the system pursued then, by the 

Reform Society?— All that we saw w'as the result ; we found objections made 
indiscriminately against persons who had a clear right to vote, and it was upon 
that occasion, in 1835, that the selection appeared to have been made ot non- 
residents from the comity, and persons who lived in the country, but at a 
distance from the places where the courts were held. . 1 v . 

237o- You were in the habit of attending before the revising barrister . es , 
at that period 1 attended almost every day myself. , 

2376. And you knew what the nature of the objections was that were ma 

before the Reform Society? — Yes. ' . . 

2377. You are able to state to this Committee that those objections wer 
made in a wholesale way, and were of a most frivolous character ? Certain y. 

2378. You state that of your own knowledge? — Decidedly. . 

2379. 1 believe you volunteered giving your evidence upon this Commi 
—Yes 

2380. You have come prepared to state what you do know upon that subject. 
— Certainly ; I will tell you why I volunteered ; I saw in the public papers t e 
appointment of this Committee, for the purpose of inquiring into the system 0 
frivolous votes, and I knew we had sufiered so much from the system, ta 
thought it was my duty towards the society for which I was acting, and also 
wards the public, to come forward and state every thing I knew. 

2.381. Will you state to the Committee what the numbers were of o^jeci j 
taken by the Reform Society in 1835, and the numbers that were „ 

I have not ceferred back to the papers in regard to that year ; I know 
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\The Witness was desired to furnish the Committee with a Return for 1835.] 

2386. Will you tell the Committee what the practice was of the Anti-Reform, 
Society to which you belonged, with respect to taking objections ; I am speaking 
of 1835, or when you began to act? — 1 will repeat that the instructions which 
1 gave to my subordinate agents were to take every objection where there was 
any reasonable ground of belief that the party had not a qualification, but not to 
take any objection which could be considered at all frivolous or untenable ; in 
point of fact, where there was reason to believe that the vote was bad, then to 
object to it. 

2387. Ascertaining the politics of the pereon whose vote was so objected to, 
firsU— We certainly did not think it necessary to object to those on our own 
side of politics ; we thought they were active enough on the other side. 

2388. Your object being to gain an advantage for your political association? 
— Our object being to see there were not bad votes on the other side ; the same 
as they did with regard to us. 

2389. You speak of your subordinate agents ; it was a large establishment em- 
ployed for this purpose? — No; at the first commencement I employed a 
solicitor in each of the large towns ; I had one or two agents in rather a lower 
station of life in the town of Leicester, which is a sort of focus of the division ; 
it is in the centre of the division, the largest town in it, and business of this 
kind is more naturally carried on there ; I had one, and sometimes two persons 
that I used to employ to assist, in point of fact, to take the details while I took 
the superintendence. 

2390. Are those the persons you call your subordinate agents, the solicitors 
in every town where voters were registered ? — I have not had much assistance 
in late years ; I meant more particularly those whose duty it was to loolc through 
the register relating to the town of Leicester, and such large parishes, where 
there was the greatest probability of such had or doubtful votes being put on. 

2391. Those were independent of the solicitors in every town, that you 
retained? — Not the same persons; when 1 say subordinate agents, I mean to 
speak of the whole solicitors as well as others. 

2392. May I ask out of what funds those solicitors in the towns, and the 
agents in the whole establishment were paid? — Whatever they were paid, they 
were paid out of the funds of the society, which was raised by subscription. 

2393- There is a fund provided then?— I should say my professional brethren 
in Leicestershire have dealt very liberally by the society ; many of them have 
given their trouble fora very slight remuneration ; so far ^ they have been paid 
they have been paid out of the funds of the society, which fands were raised foy 
the purpose of attending to the registration. 

2394. Those you retained 1 presume you paid? — Certainlv. 

2395. Who has the management of this fond ; it is a considerable sum I pre- 
sume?— Not very large ; we carry on business upon an economical scale ; it is 
not a very large fund. 

2396. But ample and adequate for its purpose ? — We are obliged to cany it on 
economically. 

2397. You are not in debt ? — ^No. 

0.41. Q 2 239^' 



several hundred ; my impression is that there were 400 or 500 ; the number 
supported were comparatively very few. 

2382. You are not able to favour the Committee with any facts? — 1 have got 
the statistics for a more recent occasion ; I introduced the subject of 1835, to 
show that this was not a thing of the present moment ; I could very readily 
have done it, and if the Committee meet again, 1 can obtain the same statistics 
for 1835 that I have for 1845; I remember quite enough, there w^ere several 
hundreds, I think 400 or 500. 

2383. Chairmcni.] You can furnish the facts upon reference at home? — 
Yes. 

2384. Mr. All you can give the Committee to-day is your impression 

as to 1835 ? — My general impression ; there were several hundreds, avast num- 
ber that rested upon no ground whatever ; clergymen and gentlemen residing at 
a distance, a great many cases of persons residing at a distance and per- 
sons of advanced age and infirm, in order that they might be prevented from 
attending. 

2385. You cannot tell now the proportions ? — No. 
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2398. Mr. C. Berkeley^ Allow me to ask what the amount of the fund is?_ 
It is not more than from 4001 to oOOh a-year ; when I mention that, I put it at 
the highest amount I am sure. 

2;3gg. Mr. YiUiers.'] Will you inform the Committee what you consider to 
be a frivolous objection ; whether you mean one that has no ground whatever, 
that is, an objection taken to a vote where every requisite of the Act has been 
complied with, or where voters have not complied completely with the requi- 
sites of the Act, and whose votes have been amended by the barrister?- The 
first I should call a frivolous objection ; the second I should not, as a general 



ruif. 

2400. If a vote is amended, you do not think the objection has been frivolous? 

I thinlc it depends upon the nature of the amendment; such an amendmeut 

may be made as will leave the vote as it stood before ; I mean, that tiie vote 
may be amended, and still would have been equally good, and have stood as it 
was before. 

2401. The qualilication as to property would have been as good ?— Yes; for 
instance, supposing the amendment was in the description of the party’s resi- 
dence, that he was described as of such a street, and the amendment was No. 2, 
in such a street, I should say that that vote was quite as good without the 
amendment. 

2402. Would you style that a frivolous objection r— I should; such au 
amendment as that. 

2403. Is it a requisite of the Act that the number of the house, where it 
can be given, should be inserted in the description of the voter? I do not 
thirik it is, in the description of the parties’ residence. 

2404. Mr. Nmdegate:] You are speaking now of the Registration Act passed 
in 1 843 ? — Yes ; a great deal of my evidence related to what took place before 
the Registration Act passed. 

2405. Mr. I'illiers.] I want to know whether you consider, m the case ot such 
an amendment as that, there being no other objection to the vote, that the ob- 
jection would be a frivolous objection ? — I think that if a party had changed his 
residence, or if any such change was required lor the purpose ol identifying the 
party or the property, that is not frivolous ; but where the objection was made, in 
order to make an alteration for the^^ake of it, 1 think that frivolous 

2406. Will you tell us, if you had heard that one of your subordinate agents 

had taken an objection to a violent reformer or free trader, because the number 
of his house had not been inserted in the claim, or because his residence had not 
been accurately described, whether you would have said the agent had taken 
a frivolous objection?— Yes ; if the description was thoroughly sufiicient for the 
purposes of identity. _ _ 1, t 

2407. Are we to understand that you give such instructions as that, tha 
whenever he considers the property a substantial qualification for the vote) , he is 
not to take the objection ? — I do not mean to say i have used those words 

I have always given them instructions not to take such objections as that. 

2408. Have you ever defined the sort of objections they are not to take, an 
described to them what you would consider a frivolous objection ? I have e- 
fined the objections that they are to take, and I have been consulted frequen y 
when they have been going through the register to make objections upon sue 
sort of point as these, and I have alw'ays desired them not to take them. 

2409. Chairman.] What is the greatest number of objections you have a 

in any one year r— 1 cannot tell the greatest number. ■ v the 

2410. Could you furnish the Committee with that?~Yes; Iwillfurmsn 

Committee with any statistics they require. . .,i 

241 ]. Mr. Villiers.] Do we understand you will furnish the Committee 
the number, and the nature of the objections you have taken in any one year, 



voters on the opposite side ? — Yes. i.t i fit — 

2412. Mr. Newc/egate.] I should add to that, the proportion estabhsne 

2413. Mr. Vdliers.] Do I understand that you have attended 

every year? — From 1832 I do not think I ever missed attending n 

Did I understand you to say you never had any connexion or 
nication with any society of the same politics as yourself, out of the 
Leicester t — The question asked me was, whether the objections on the 0 
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proceeded from a society out of the county : I said I was not aware that they i 
did ; and you asked me if I understood rightly, whether on the part of the 
society I am connected with, I have a communication with any society out of 
the county. 

2415. The society with which you are connected has no sort of connexion 
with some society in Loudon? — No ; I most distinctly say I have never had any 
communication with any society, either in London or in any other part of the 
country. 

24.16. Do you know whether that society in Leicester has any communication 
with any in London ? — I am quite certain it has not. 

2417. Did you ever hear of a society called the Carlton Club in London? — 
Yes ; I am perfectly aware of the existence of the club. 

2418. Do you believe that the Carlton Club entertains the same views and 
politics as yourself? — I have not the least doubt they do. 

241 u. Did you ever hear that that society called the Carlton Club, took great 
int erest in the elections ? — I never heard that the Carlton Club was a society, in. 
the common acceptation of the term ; 1 have understood it to be a club of gentle- 
men who make that their place of meeting ; 1 never knew that it was a political 
society in the same acceptation of the term ; I know that the Conservative 
Association in the country is. 

2420. Do you believe that Reformers or Conservatives mix there ? — No. 

24di. Have you any doubt that it is a political club ? — I know the members 
of that club are confined to one side in politics ; I never heard that there was a 
subscription for political purposes, or anything else generally considered charac- 
teristic of a political society. 

2422. You only knew it was a political association? — I knew it was a place of 
meeting, to which it was understood nobody resorted but gentlemen of one 
particular class of politics. 

2423. You have told us something about a man called Robert Staines, and 
you said he had changed his masters in 1845 ? — I said it was reported he had. 

2424. You do not know it? — No ; I stated so at the time, that there was no 
direct proof of it, only notoriety. 

2425. Wliat was the report with respect to his change of masters ; who were 

Ids masters before ? — He was acting for the Reform Society, and for all I know, 
he is acting for them now. It was understood, and currently believed, previously 
to the last registration, that he had either exchanged his office in that society for 
a similar office under the Anti-Corn Law League, or that he had superadded to 
his former duties, attending to their directions. ^ 

2426. Did you mean that he had left the Whigs and gone to the Leaguer — 
No ; I meant he "was employed hy parties, other than the society for which he 
had been acting ; 1 do not mean to state any of these matters as facts within 
-my own knowledge; 1 am speaking of report. 

2427. You distinguish the Reformers, or the people who used to act in this 
wholesale way in 1835, from the society or the party you alluded to in the 
transactions of 1845? — 1 do not know that they were two di.stinct parties ; 1 
believe there was a greater command of funds last year than the Reform Society 
had been in the habit of expending. 

2428. You know no other distinction, than that the persons acting last year 
were richer than those the year before ? — The same agent who, for years, had 
been acting for the Reform Society, was the person who acted for whoever it was 
tliat paid, and the general belief was that that was the Anti-Corn Law League ; 

I have heard, I do not believe in the fact, but I have understood that they had 
an office separate from what was called the Reform Office, and that this man was 
sometimes at one place and sometimes at the other ; the money that was ex- 
pended last year was a great deal more than for a number of years past. 

2429. I understand you that this was the same person who used to act for the 
Reformers in 1835, that you say acted for the other society in 1845? Yes; 
he acted for a number of years — seven or eight years. 

2430. He was known to he acting in tlie Registration Court?— Yes. 

243‘*' A man that had got considerable experience ? — Certainly. 

2432. With respect to this man and his proceedings, I think I understood you 
to say, it was an impression produced by an article that you think you recollect 
in a newspaper that von could not find? — I mentioned that only as one portion 
• 0.41. ^ ^3 of 
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of my impression as to the general notoriety ; I did not state it as a fact ; if I 
could produce the newspaper, that would not show it was the fact. 

2433. That is the belief of the political society to which you belong?— Not only 
of that society, but as far as I have ever heard, it is the general belief; I have 
heard it in conversation ; I mix with a great number of people besides those who 
belong to that society. 

2434. With respect to the evidence you have given as to the proceedings 
before the barrister by this agent in the Registration Court in 1845; I under- 
stood you to say it was entirely from hearsay ; you did not personally attend the 
court, and you are not cognizant of anything that took ydace there ?— I stated, 
last year I did not personally attend the court ; I received the returns ; I was 
consulted from time to time while the business was going on, upon the subject of 
objections made by the other party ; in all matters I held myself in readiness 
to attend the court in case of any thing occurring to make it necessary to 
argue a case ; a report of the proceedings I received from time to time as 
the business went on, by which I was perfectly cognizant from time to time 
of every thing that was going on. 

2435. Somebody told you what was going on ? —Of course. 

2436. But you do know that 30 objections were supported ?— It is most 
probable that I had a conversation with tbe revising barrister upon that subject; 
he is a friend of mine. 

2437* Did you communicate with the barrister before he went into court: — 

Never. . , 1 . • r 

2438. You state he is a friend of yours, and you are m the habit 01 meeting 
him in society?— Not till he came to Leicester; 1 have been in the habit of 
meeting him since he has belonged to that circuit. 

2439. When did this conversation take place about the voters ?— I did not 
say there was any conversation; I said I heard it from other persons, and very 
likely from the barrister himself. 

2440. Did you say you did not hear any thing from the barrister respecting 
the votes he decided upon?— I do not think I heard a word from him, except 
general conversation upon the subject, and whether there was much or little 
business in the way of objections. 

2441. You are personally acquainted with him ? — I am now, but I never was 
acquainted with him, and never saw him, until he came upon the circuit. 

2442. Do you happen to know his politics? — He has been revising barrister 
upon the circuit five years, if not more, and it is rather a curious fact that I 
do not know, though I have frequently met him, what side in politics he 



belongs to. , -i.* t 

2443. Do not you know whether he is a free trader or protectionist r—t 

have not the remotest idea ; I can say distinctly, whatever his politics are, he 
has never done any thing in court by which one could form the least judgment 
as to which side in politics he belonged to ; and though, as I said before, I have 
met him in private society, I could not, from his conversation, form any judg- 
ment. ^ 

2444. I think I understood you to say that upwards 01 1,000 of these oojec- 
tions were withdrawn from an apprehension of costs being given against them ; 
will you be good enough to inform the Committee how you know that? — I knew 
it at the time, in the way that 1 knew of other things that took place, by having 
them reported to me from time to time. 

2445. I know your means of knowing that those objections were 

withdrawn, from an apprehension of costs being given against them?— I 
judge so because the withdrawal took place immediately after several cases were 
decided against them. , 

2446. You know nothing of the motives of the person who withdrew i 
objections ? — I can only draw an inference; 1 cannot say what his motive was, 
I can only infer. 



costs ■ 
whether 1 

withdrawn all at once. , . itg 

2448. Did I understand you to say that the barrister „jster 

objections should be withdrawn ? — Yes ; I understood so ; when the bar 
found that he withdrew at Lutterworth, after several cases had been hear 
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costs given against him, and he declared that he would withdraw aU the other 
obiections standing at that place ; then the revising barrister suggested that it 
would be but fair that he should give notice of any others he intended to with- 
draw, to prevent the parties attending. 

2449. You know that the barrister made this suggestion after the votes had 
been decided and costs given?— After he withdrew all that he had remaining at 
the place. 

2450. How many votes there were objected to — I do not know the exact 
number ; it was after he had withdrawn these objections that the barrister made 
the suggestion ; it was certainly after he had withdrawn the remaining objections 
at Lutterworth. 

2451. How many objections did he withdraw at Lutterworth? — I cannot 
tell 

2452. Can you say whether the barrister made the same suggestion in every 
place where the objections were withdrawn ?— No ; it was not at all likely ; it 
was immediately upon the suggestion of the barrister at Lutterworth that he 
gave in his lists of those he should withdraw at the other places. 

2453. Mr. Newdcgait.'i Will you furnish the Committee with a list of those 
objections withdrawn -• — I can do so. 

2454. Mr. VilUers.] Give us the particulars, if you are able, of those cases 
where the objections were not sustained, and costs given? — I cannot repeat 
every case. 

2455. Can you tell us the ground upon which costs were given? — As far as 
I understand, costs were given in cases where the objection appeared to have 
been taken, as numbers -were, without the least pretence of a ground for 
objection. 

2456. Do you know that those cases were without the slightest pretence r — 
I know that a vast number were. 

2457. I mean these particular cases upon which a decided course appears to 
have been taken by the objector ? — Cases in which costs were allowed, or cases in 
which he withdrew the objections ? 

24,'s 8. I understand that, in consequence of not being able to sustain the 
objections, the objector said he would withdraw all objections to the remainder ; 
I want to know the ground upon which costs were given, and which seemed to 
have influenced him ? — I believe the ground was, that there was no pretence for 
the objection ; that the party had a clear right to vote. 

2439. You do not state that of your own knowledge r — No; but I have no 
doubt about it ; I have known so many cases where objections have been made 
in the same way, where there has not been a scintilla of ground for it. 

2460. You have not examined any of these 1,000 cases that were not 
persisted in? — 1 have not gone through them personally since, but previously to 
the court being held, a vast number of gentlemen came to me, and showed me 
their notices of objection, and I compared the notices with the register, and 
found that there was not a pretence for objecting ; I have not gone personally 
through the whole of them to see how they stand now, with regard to correct- 
ness of description, and so forth. 

2461. I w’ish to ask you if it is not quite possible for a man of high station 
and great property to have his vote objected to, and yet the objection sustained, 
owing to his not having complied with some requisite of the Act ? — It is possible, 
certainly. 

2462. It is not conclusive that it is a good vote, because a man is member 
for the county, or because be has a great house in the county ? — No ; there were 
circumstances relating to the gentlemen I have mentioned, that were quite con- 
clusive as to the impossibility of their having lost their qualifications ; in none of 
the cases which I saw was an objection taken, as far as could be discovered by 
the objector himself, from any misdescription of the person or property. 

2463. You say you know nothing within your own knowledge about it?— 
From seeing a great number of them. 

2464. There were 300 cases in which objections were not withdrawn and 
costs not given ? — I do not know the proportion of those cases in which costs were 
given and refused. 

2465. You cannot give us any account of that 300? — No. 

2466. May I ask if you know any of the particulars as to the agents employed 
l>y, what you call, the Anti-corn Law League, in taking these objections ; do you 

0.41, Q4 know 
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loiow whether they employed any one but Lawrence Staines ?— I do not know 
that they employed him ; I did not say they employed him ; there were a great 
number of people employed, who, I believe, were employed by and under Lawrence 
Staines himself ; he was the head man ; all the others were employed by biro, 
and under his directions. 

2467. Do you say that from hearsay or your own personal knowledge?- 
From the general notoriety of it. 

24(18. You do not know any thing of the particulars ? --No ; it was well 
known a great many people were at worlc, and in communication Vr'ith Staines. 

2469. bo you know whether they retained a solicitor at every town were votes 
■were registered?— They had a solicitor at Leicester and at Hinckley, which is 
another large manufacturing town ; yes, they had on some occasions, I do not 
say last year, a solicitor at Nottingham ; I understand you to meau the Reform 
Society. 

2470. I was alluding to the League ; you do not know that they retained a 

solicitor 'i Not of my own knowledge ; the same solicitor who has certainly 

acted on the reform side of the question, acted for them in assisting Lawrence 
Staines, so that that same machinery which had existed for a number of years, 



was still kept up. 

2471. You cannot tell us which machinery is most expensive, that on your 
side or the side opposed to you ?— They certainly spent a great deal more money 
than we did last year. 

2472. Is your party rather more split up than it used to be j not so united? 
—I have been "very little in the county lately ; up to the commencement of the 
present Session, I think the party was perfectly united. 

2473. They spent less money last year than they had done before ?— I said 
they spent less money than the ‘other party ; not less ourselves than we had done 
before ; it was much about the same ; a little more perhaps, owing to tlie greater 
number of objections. 

2474. The funds remain about the same ?— About the same 5 not much alter- 
ation of late years. 

247.5. Have you any intention of proceeding next year in a cliflcrent manner, 
in consequence of the system you fouud pursued by your opponents ?— I do not 
know that there is any alteration that Ave can make, unless the law should be 
altered ; I do not know that we can act dilferently. 

2476. Have you always done the thing so efficiently before, that you do not 
think of changing now ? — We have endeavoured to do so. 

2477. Mr. K'excdcgale.'] Unless the law is altered, you will remain liable to 
the same system of wholesale objections? -Certainly. 

2478. Chairman.'] You think it cheaper to make wholesale objections without 
investigation, than to employ a solicitor to inquire into each case as to the quali- 
fications of votes before you object?— Ceitainly. 

2479. think that quite so fair or just to the electors r— No. 

2480. Mr. Vilikrs.] Is that owing to the costs being so low that it is cheaper . 

— It is cheaper to do it, because there is not the expense of making previous 
inquiry, . 

2481. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Does it not sometimes happen that a number 01 
votes are objected to on the same ground ? — Yes ; that has occurred, certamly- 

2482. Then a decision upon one objection rules a class? — It would do so m 

those cases. ' , 

2483. Then a person having had a decision against one of a class of objections 

would not proceed with the rest? — I would withdraw them. _ ' 

2484. May not that account in this case for the number that were withdrawn 

by the objectors, that some decision of the revising barrister governed a class 0 
objections that bad been made, and therefore they thought it proper to withdraw 
the rest ? — I am sure it was not so. • 4 t n 

2485. Do you mean to say there was not a number of votes objected to 
similar grounds ? — 1 say it was impossible ; the numbers entered into were ^ 



few it was impossible that they could have ruled a class of cases ; I .Lg 



the reports made to me at the time, that those cases which were decided in 
first instance, w'ere cases 'wdiere the qualification was clear. _ . , , 

-2486. Do you mean to say you went into the grounds of objection he _ ) 
the objectors in each case, and that you knew what their grounds of objec 



y^ere in all those 1,000 cases that were withdrawn ; you have undertaken 
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those objections were not withdrawn in consequence of decisions having been 
come to by the barrister which might govern a class of objections ?— Allow me to 
explain ; those objections, the large number spoken of as having been withdrawn, 
were withdrawn the first day, before it was possible. 

2487. Had there been any decisions ?— Decisions upon about three of those 
have been come to, and costs given, not on account of a point of law deciding a 
class of cases, but because there was no ground whatever for the objection. 

2488. It was matter of opinion till they went to the barrister— he thought it a 
groundless objection, but the party might not have thought so ? — I understood 
the case to be that no ground of objection was attempted to be raised when the 
party came in place of his notice to prove his vote ; there W'as no objection to his 
qualification attempted to be made, and the vote was retained, and costs given, 
the objection being frivolous ; I have stated that I was not present myself, but 
that was the report conveyed to me, that the objections failed for want of any 
ground whatsoever, and upon that, the others were withdrawn ; therefore, I say, 
there was no point of law that would govern a class of cases. 

2489. You do not know tliat as a matter of fact, you have only heard it? — I 
have only heard it j I was not actually present myself, but I have no more doubt 
about it than I have of any thing else that was notorious. 

2490. How many were struck off in consequence of objections from the hberal 
side at the late revision of 1845, for the southern division of Leicestershire, 
either upon point of form or otherwise?— Thirty was the number of the objections 
supported. 

2491. How many of those that appeared upon the list of voters were struck 
off by the revising barrister in consequence of the proceedings of the liberal side r 
— I do not know that there were any more. 

2492. Do you mean to say all those that appeared on the list of voters, with 
the exception of 30, remained ? — A great many w’ere objected to by the over- 
seers, and so on ; there are other ways of striking off votes, by overseers’ objec- 
tions, and persons being dead. 

2493. Was there any objection taken to some point of law in the formation of 
the register? — Yes ; there were objections taken in several cases to the whole list, 
as being informal 5 in these cases the barrister acted upon the clause in the 
Act of Parliament empowering him to fall back upon the register of last 
year. 

2494. What was the effect of that upon the claimants ? — ^The effect of it was 
just this, that the register of last year stood, with the addition of such new 
claimants as had sustained their qualifications ; the revising barrister has power 
under the present Registration Act. 

2495. Who took that objection to the party legality in the formation of the 
register ?— The objections were taken by the Reform party opposed to us. 

2496. Was the effect of that objection on the part of the Reform party to the 
legality of the register itself, such as to prevent a number of persons appearing 
on the register that year, that would otherwise have appeared ? — No ; I do not 
think it was. 

2497- Had it no effect ? — No ; because the barrister had power to admit the 
new claimants. 

2498. What was the nature of the objection taken by the Reform party? — 
I think it related to the signature of the overseers ; in some cases, to the signa- 
tures of the overseers, and in other cases, to the list not having been put upon 
the church doors in time ; I think both those points were taken. 

2499- They were points of law affecting the legality of the register?-— 
Quite so. 



2500. Do you think that a frivolous proceeding ? — I should not be disposed 
to say it was unfair to take advantage of a technical point. 

2501. Is it a technical point that notices are not put upon the church doors at 
the time required by law ; what is a technical point in your estimation ? — I look 
^pon it to be a technical point as regards the person affected by it ; I think he 
<»ught not to suffer by it ; perhaps I was wrong in calling it a purely technical 
puuit, because it is a part of the overseer’s duty to do it : I do not thinl? 
it is fair that a person should lose his vote in consequence of the neglect of the 
overseer, but as far as regards the party affected by it, it is a technical point. 

2502. Do you mean that this objection taken to the legality of the register, 
had not the effect of striking off' a great number of votes ? — Perhaps I had 

R better 
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better tell you the proportion as they stand upon the register ; my impression 
“ that the new ctos stand upon the register ; the number of voters registered 
previously to the last registration was 4,829 ; the number standing now on the 

' How many new claims were there ?-I have not got a return of that, 

»soi Mr CRer/rete/.] Where were the majority of those notices posted; 
what postmark did they hear ?-I believe Leicester; I never heard they were 

^°^505^Tlr.^A'eior/ey«te.] Can you produce some of the notices ?— I have no 

C. BeWrefey.] You believe they were posted at Leicester?-! think 

I should have heard it if it had heeii so. , , . ,■ • 

2S07 Have you that knowledge of the whole of the proceedings in the Ten- 
sion of votes in the southern division that you will uudertake to say tha many 
v“ers were not removed from the register in consequence of such objection r- 
1 would not nndertake to say so from my own personal knowledge; I did not 
hear that tliev were ; I firmly believe they were not. e-y 

250S Those Le not the objections you complain of as frivolous 

“l5T9“Mrl/itor Gitom There could not have been any great number! 

“to. Do you be^e tl^^6(»!^^^ 

rehortmadTto me the time the registration was going on was, that such and 
such oMections were made, but that they did not do any good, as toe hatrirter 
had taten the register of the last year ; if ‘here had been any thing like tlie 
change you have asked me about, I should have heard of it. 

[The Witness was desired to male a return to the Committee of 
the numbers struck off. 

0C11 Mr C BerUlevA How do you mean the barrister took the register of 

last year ?— There is a provision that enables him to fall back upon the register 
of tost vear if them is an error in the mode of making out or postmg the he to 
2 >11 2^ Mr Milner Gibson:] What became of all the new clmms that word 
ctewtoetve arp^edl-^eream the barrister to pro- 
ceed, notwithstanding any imperfection, oi that kind. reeister’- 

2513. I think you stated the hamster fell back upon the old registe . 

How could the new ctoims be there ?-l was not present myseh^^^^^ 

impression is that he would have to adopt the new <= 

26 says, “ That no list shall be invalidated by reason that it ?ball not ^ 
affixed in every place, and for the full time hereinbefore required for pnbhc^ 
thereof, but that the barrister shall proceed to revise and adjudicate up ry 

Chairman.] Is there any person that argued this 
distinct information upon it ?-I could produce a person who was m court 

*^“516. Was this objection taken in more than ““ court ?--It was 
the court at Leicester I know; I am not aware whether m any of the 

“I517. Sir/cAu Wakh.] Was it taken at Lutterworth?-! mn 

2Si 8 Did that form any part of the decision upon thos 
which the barrister awarded coSts ?-No ; those were isolated cases- 

2519. Mr. Newdegate.] I think you stated the number who appeare 

register in the year 1844 ? ^Yes. _ i tUa register fot 

2520. And also the number of claimants who appeared on S 

1846 ?— Yes ; the number of persons registered.^ 

2,521. Is it necessary to put into the r furnished 

1845 , the names of those claimants ; is there any list of claim 
viously to the setting of the Registration Court? -Yes ; certain Y- 

252L If there had been a great number of claimants pre«c™ {j,en revised ?- 
of 1845 , their names must have appeared upon the register 

is quite clear that if there had been a large number of new < 
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in 1845 their names would have appeared upon the list revised in 1845? — 
Certainly. 

2‘)24. Sk John Walsh.] You mentioned, I think, that the amount of sub- 
scription to the Conservative fund was between 400/. and 500/. annually? — 

I do not think it is more. 

2525. Is that subscription raised by parties entirely within the county? — I 
think entirely ; if there are one or two out of the county they are persons who 
from family and other circumstances are connected with the county. 

2526. You were asked some questions about the Carlton Club ; I understood 
you to say the Conservative Association in Leicestershire have no connexion 
whatever with any other political association of any kind ? — None whatever. 

2527. You are not a member of the Carlton Club ? — No. 

2528. From what you have heard do you believe it to be a club for social 
pm’poses? — Yes. 

2529. It has no connexion, at any rate, with your Conservative Association in 
Leicestershire ?— Not the least. 

2530. Mr. Milner Gibson!] Was there any evidence in the barrister’s court 
to show any connexion between the Reform party in Leicestershire, and the 
Anti- Corn League? — No; I am not aware that there was. 

2531. Do you know any connexion between the proceedings of the Anti Corn 
League and the Reform party ?— I have stated that I know no facts by which I 
can state that they are connected ; it is only matter of common report, amount- 
ing to universal belief. 

2532. Mr. Adderkifi] You believe it can be proved?— I do not know of any 
facts by which it can be proved. 

2533. Can you tell us of anybody through whom we could get that informa- 
tion? — No, I cannot. 

2534. Mr. C. Berkeley!] You state that the Leicestersliire Association is in 
no way connected with the Carlton Club ; are you aware that there is an associa- 
tioQ in London called the Conservative Club? — Yes. 

2535. Is the Leicestershire Association connected with that?— Not the least ; 
the Ccfnservative Club is only formed for the purposes which I have described ; 
I have always understood that the Carlton Club was a place of resort for gentle- 
men on one side of politics for social purposes. 

2536. Are you a member ? — No ; my name is up as a candidate ; I say I am 
a candidate, supposing the objects of it to be what I have stated, and not having 
the least idea that it goes any further. 

2537. Mr, Adderley!] When a number of claimants send in their claims, the 
overseer has power to note objections against them, and is bound by law to do 
so? — Yes. 
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2538. Would it be possible, upon a register which has never amounted to 
5,000, that 1,000 fresh claims should at once be made, many of them frivolous, 
without the overseer being aware of it No ; they must be aware of it. 

2.')39. In that case, such claims would never have appeared upon the register ? 
“I dp not know. 

2540. Mr. Milner Gibson?, Then I understand that you thought it was the 
duty of the Reform party to take care that there was no bad votes on the side of 
the Conservative party ; you were to take care the reformers had no bad votes ; 
the reformers were to take care you had no had votes upon the register ? — I 
know, that was our object ; I presume that it was their object. 

2541. 1 want to know in what manner a bad vote is removed from the 
register? — By objection, either by the overseer or a party. 

2542. Are you of opinion that if the power of objecting to bad votes were left 
entirely to the overseers, that the register would be effectually purified from bad 
votes? — I do not think so ; it would not be safe to leave it in their hands, 

2543. Are you of opinion that parties looking after the register upon the two 
sides purify it more effectually than if left to public officers ?— I never turned my 
attention to consider the mode or the machinery under which it could be left 
effectually to public officers. 

2.544. Such as the overseers ? — If you mean those, I am sure, with the present 
state of the law by which the overseers are only empowered to object, and there 
is nothing to compel them to enter into tlie same scrutiny and sifting that parties 
engage in now, it would be unsafe to leave it to them. 

2545. You think that imless political parties, by the instrumentality of profea- 
0.41. R2 sional 
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sional men, attended to the purification of the registers in a husmess-hke way, 
the registers would he very much filled with had votes ?— I think if it was left 
either to the overseers of the poor or to private individuals, to do it indiscrimi. 
natelv iust as the individual happened to know whether a vote was good or bad, 
there would be no safety or certainty at all of the register being properly purified; 
there would be danger, and the register would become anything but a proper 
representation of parties who had a right to vote ; I think the most effectual way 
of purifying the register, and of keephig it in a proper state, is to have it attended 
to W a political society, so long, of conrse, as they exercise their functioos 
properly without either fraudulent, or frivolous, or vexations conduct. 

2 546. ’There is no fine or costs for the putting on a fictitious vote upon the re- 
giBter ? —No ; I do not think there is any fine or costs ; there is a power to allow 
costs for a frivilous claim, the same as a frivolous objection ; the clause includes 
claims as well as objections. — ... . . , „ 

2547. What clause isthatl— Section 46 : “That if in any ease it shall appear 
to any revising barrister, holding any court as aforesaid, that any person shall, 
under this Act, have made or attempted to sustain any groundless or frivolous 
and vexatious claim or objection.” I do not know of cases in which costs have 
been imposed for frivolous claims ; there seems to be the power. 

2548 Supposing a party having no claim to vote, caused his name to appear 
on the register?— Which he could do by filling up the form required by the 
iVcts 

2549. The vote is objected to, he does not appear, and it is struck off; is 
there any mode of recovering from such party the expenses of removing his 
vote, supposing he does not attempt to sustain it?— If he appeared to sustain it, 
there is no doubt the barrister could impose costs ; if he did not, the hamster 
■would take the same view as in the other case, that the matter not being before 
him, he had no power to act. 

2550. Therefore a person having no claim -n-hatever, may get his name put 

upon the register with perfect impunity, taking the chance of its being struck 
off? — Certainly; and further than that, names may be, and to my kuowledp 
have been put upon the register, of persons not only who had no vote, but who 
had no existence. ^ ^ 

2551. In a case of making a frivolous objection, the person must attend n 
he attempts to sustain the objection, and he must render himself liable to costs. 
— If he attends and goes into the objection. 

2552. If the objector does not appear, then you say the party who has beea 
brought up to the coiirt is an aggrieved party ?— He has no remedy against mm. 

2553. In 1835, when you say there was an extensive system of objecting 

carried on, there was no liability to costs? — No. o v * a t- 

2554. In the case of making frivolous objections 1 — It was in 1843 that Act 



asseo. , . , 

2555. Do you think awarding costs to persons objected to m the case ot invcv 
lous and vexatious objections has diminished the number of frivolous and 
vexatious objections ?— I thought it a very good provision when it passed, and 1 
think, speaking from general belief, that in the two succeeding years it dia 
diminishit very much : last year, as my evidence has shewn, it had not muci 
effect- 

2556. Mr. Newdegate.] Last year it had not the same effect, owing to its 

having been in fact evaded?— Yes. _ 1 r 

2557. My question intended this, that it was evaded by the withdrawal 01 

objection? — Exactly so : 1 have no doubt the barrister acted according to 
best of his judgment. ^ 

2558. You referred just now to the advantage resulting from the mterie 

of a political society in registration matters to conduct the claims and 0 je 
tions on either side of the question ; did your observation refer to a 0 
politicEil society, or to societies acting in different localities from a distance 
To a local society. u vp in a 

2559. Mv. Ad{l 67 -ley.'] What danger do you conceive there would oe 
central society adopting the course which has lately been adopted f — One ^ 
danger, in my opinion, would consist in a control being obtained over the a 

of the county, by people who have no interest whatever unconnected with 1 j 
party or other tie. ppntral 

2560. Would it hot result in this, that ultimately the interests of the 
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body would be the only interest represented in Parliament, if they had funds (■ 
enough?— It would have that tendency ; if they availed themselves of the exer- 
tions of agents and persons who were paid for their exertions, it would have 
that tendency ; it is clear that if the system of making objections and making 
fraudulent claims had not been met and combated by the opposite party, 
the register for South Leicestershire would not have been the register of persons 
entitled to vote by this time. 

2561. You consider your funds are not sufficient to meet a similar attack 
every year ? — I do not think they are; I think our funds would begin to fail ns 
if we were attacked in a similar way. 

2562. Has any mode of meeting such attacks suggested itself to your mind ? 

Yes ; by the improvement or the enlargement of the present law, 

2563. State the particulars? — I would have the power of awarding costs, and 
the mode of enforcing costs made much more clear than at present, so that no 
barrister should be in any doubt as to the propriety of awarding costs where an 
objection was clearly vexatious. 

2564. That the law should be more explicit to guide barristers iu awarding 
costs ?— Yes. 

2/^65. Mr. C. Berkeley.} To what extent and what limit should you propose? 
—I have hardly thought of the exact amount. 

2,^dti. Mr. Adderley.} Would you make it unlimited ? — No ; there should be 
some maximum, I think. 

2567. You consider 20s. as a maximum is too low? — Certainly: I know 
many cases in which persons must have been put to greater expenses that 20 s. 

2568. Mr. Nea^egate.} I am to infer you would give them costs in some 
degree equivalent to the expense they had undergone ? — I think the barrister 
should have a discretionary power as to awarding costs at all, it would depend 
upon whether the objection was frivolous ; he is the judge, and if the objection 
turns out to be in his judgment frivolous, I think he should not have any doubt 
in his own mind as to awarding costs ; the Act should be so framed as that if he 
should see that it was necessary to award costs where tliat fii'st step had been 
taken, and the objection proved a frivolous one, the maximum, the exact amount, 
should be left to his own discretion, and that maximum should be something 
that would enable him to give a party reasonable costs. 

2569. Mr. Adderley.} Do you think costs ought to be taken as compensation 
for time lost, or as a penalty for the vexatious nature of the objection ? — I think 
a more proper principle would be a compensation for trouble and expense ; I 
do not see why there should not be something in the shape of a penalty ; if 
the suggestion should be adopted of allowing parties to prove their votes, I 
think an objection made against a proved vote might carry costs, greater, 
perhaps, either in the shape of compensation for loss of time, or in the shape of 
a fine. 

2570. Do you consider that suggestion you have alluded to, a good one ? — 
Yes. 

2571. Have you heard another suggestion, that the objector should be com- 
pelled to make a deposit with the clerk of the peace r — ^Yes. 

2,‘i72. What do you think of that? — There should certainly be some means 
of insuring the payment of such costs as the barrister orders ; in the case of 
Lawrence Staines, if costs to any amount had been ordered, they would not 
have been paid ; I think there should be some means of insuring the payment ; 
whether it should be by deposit, or by giving security for costs, 1 am undecided ; 
my impression is, that it would be in some degree a hardsliip or injustice in 
requiring it to be done by deposit of money ; I think there is no objection at 
all in requiring security to be given ; I do not think that could work incon- 
venience or injustice in any way. 3 x.- 

2.573- Objections are generally made by large bodies *, what hardship would 
there be in such a deposit ; for instance, would your association find it dimcult 
to make such deposits ? — If we had to deposit 20s. in 500 cases, the money 
would certainly not be at hand to make the deposit ; it must be got by an extra 
contribution, or a loan. , 

2574. Chairman.'] You are aware, as the law now stands, the moment the 
ubjector is unable to pay costs, he is not allowed to make any further objections . 
No ; the remedy is by distress. . , , 

2575- I understood if the monev were not paid down, the hamster would 
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not let Mm eo on with his objections?— I do not know; I tliink onr barrister 

would be very much too careful to do that, unless the power was clear in the 

2«;76 Mr Addei'ley.'] What sort of man have you employed as an objector? 
—The person emploved by myself is in an inferior station of life ; it is under- 
stood that he is the "agent of the Conservative bociety ; whatever he does is 
done under the directions of the Committee or myself ; and there would be no 
difficulty in his finding sureties for any amount of costs, though he is a man of 

inferior station himselt. r l 4.1.1. jr-T.. 

2577. Mr. Nacedgate.-] There is no security for that, except the good faith of 

the society for which lie acts ? No. 

2S78 In the case of giving security for a compliance with any order for costs, 
it not happen that the same security, if given by a society acting from 
a centre, and also in a great number of different places, inust he given over and 
over agffin for objections in different parts 1 -Yes ; certainly, it is open to that 

And in the case of making deposits, the stringency of the enactaeni 
which rendered it necessary would fall equaUy on either side of the question ?- 

It woffid therefore, rests upon the difficulty of finding funds ne- 

cessary for such deposit ?-Upon the uncertainty of any person engaged in this 
business having the money at hand at the moment, and the inconvenience is of 

“IX’lTtL^a^timeyou stated that it was advantageous that this business 
of the E egistration Courts should be conducted by .a society ?—I think it advan- 
tageous it should he conducted by a local society, and or this reason, that U m 
scarcely possible that private individuals would give themselves the tiouble or 

”^582!^ intTrauducted by a local society, which you think is the best mode, 
this local society would provide the funds necessary for the deposit r-It is a 
question of amount ; of course they would provide the funds. 

^ 2s8q. Your objection then is only as to the stringency of such enactment 
upon all parties iildiflerently ?-Certainly ; I think it hmd upon P™ ‘“te 
obligedto deposit money, if unequally sure mode could be devised to obtain 

Wals/i.] I think I understood you to say, that during the time 

you have conducted the business of the Conservative Associalion. you have imb 

in your practice ever made merely frivolous objections, and you have nev t 
made any objections, except where you conceived there were some grounds 

**'2585. ^ouranceive if two antagonist societies acted upon that principle, the 
effect would be advantageous in purifying the register?-! do ; I to “ 

the best way ; and for this reason, private individuals could not be found v 
would give themselves the trouble of incur the expense. _ ., 

2786. You conceive, under the present law, the power is liable to abuse i 

there are these societies indiscriminately making objections ?—Unquestiona ), 

it is a very great abuse and grievance. . .. 

2587. You tlrink it is not merely an evil upon the electors hat that it na 
pubiicly a had effect, and that it does not tend to purify the register . t,er j 

2588. Mr. Craueu Berlceleg.} Do not y™ think that that would be a ma 

of giving more extensive employment to the gentlemen of the lepl P j 

— I do not think it would ; it is not an employment that, as far as I am 

is at all sought after. . j n , „ .„nipfv on 

2s8q. Do not you think, if the registration was conducted by a soo j 
each side, it would be more likely to tend to litigation and give S'? I see 
ment to gentlemen of your profession?-! look to tiie 
around me, we have got such a system now that it is all conducted by P 

of a much less expensive caste than professional gentlemen. Snuthem 

2590. Supposing the Anti-Corn Law League were to coiaa ^jaily 

Division of Leicestershire, where there was this number of 
against the freeholders in that county, would not that naturally P''“ . 
on the part of the Conservative electors of that county to defend me 
Certainly. fl'ould 
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■■259* • M'oulci not they employ the gentlemen of the legal profession to assist C.^acauJay, 
them in defending their votes ? — They might ; I think the system is now so well 
understood in common cases, tlrat it is scarcely necessary to employ professional ^ 
men. 

2592. Do not they do so in Leicestershire?— Yes, at times ; but in the court 
at Leicester, which is the largest division, it is seldom that a professional man 
appears ; we have the system on both sides in such order that the subordinate 
ao-ents transact the chief part of the business ; there are professional men who 
devote themselves to it on the other side, as I do on the side to which I belong ; 

I believe they do not attend the court constantly ; they attend when they are 
wanted. 

2593- Those subordinate agents are gentlemen of the legal profession, are 
they not ? — No ; those I have employed are, generally speaking, men brought up 
in the legal profession, but not men in my own rank and practising. 

2594. But they hope to rise one day or other ? — Not men of that kind ; they 
are persons who have been clerks in offices ; there are many people of that 
description employed, they have been all their lives in solicitor’s offices. 

2595. I think you said you employed a solicitor in each of these principal 
towns as well? — I have at times ; I have no one now in regular employ. 

2506. And whom you paid?— I paid them when I employed them. 

2597. Mr. Milner GiAsow.] Are you of opinion that litigation about votes 
might be lessened by simplifying the franchise ? — I do not quite understand. 

2598. Are you of opinion that by diminishing the number of conditions, for 
instance, under which a vote is held by law, that that would dimmish the chance 
of litigation as to the goodness of a vote ? — I do not quite know what the question 
means. 

2.599- ^Lat is a vote? — The exercise of a franchise derived from a particular 
qualification. 

2fioo. A qualification held by law under certain conditions contained in an 
Act of Parliament, and placed upon a register upon a certain condition described 
in the Act ? — Yes. 

2601. It requires to be, if I understand it right, complete in all its parts, both 
to registration and as to merits, in order to entitle the party to sustain his vote ? 

—The party must have a clear right to vote, and that right must be expressed 
upon the register. 

2602. Expressed according to law upon the register? — Yes ; according to the 
Act of Parliament. 

2603. Inasmuch as the Act of Parliament prescribes that the mode in which 
that vote shall be described on the register involves a number of minute con- 
ditions, as you will see if you will turn to the Schedule of the Registration 
Act, I want to know whether you do not think that litigation would be dimi- 
nished by simplifying the conditions ^lnde^ which the vote was held? — By 
simplifying the different forms ? 

2604. Yes, required by the Act ?— I have seen but little litigation arising 
from the forms required to be observed ; I do not thinlc it is at aU difficult. 

2605. We have been informed before this Committee, that a great number of 
persons have been objected to in consequence of not having given the number 
of the house in which they resided ; now the Act distinctly prescribes that if the 
house have a number, in which the voter lives, the number shall be given ; it was 
deemed a frivolous objection, and called a frivolous objection before this Com- 
mittee, that persons should be objected to because they had not given the 
number of the house in which they lived, and that they were put to the expense 
of attending the court to give the number ; the law requires that that number 
should be given, and I want to know whether you think that is one of the 
instances in which it would be desirable to simplify the law ?— I think not ; that 
which is aimed at in this form, is perfect identity ; if the form can be sim- 
plified without endangering that, I see no objection to make the form more 
simple. 

2606. You think the number of the house is necessary to perfect identity ? — 

In many cases, no doubt it is ; there are many towns in which the streets are 
of such magnitude, that the number would be necessary, in London, for instance ; 
in country towns it is not so. 

2607. Would you deem it a frivolous objection if the number had not been 
given? — I am not prepared to say I should. 

0.41. R 4 2608. Mr. 
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2608. Mr. Newdegate.] Your observation as to the nerassity for having the 
number of the house given in the description of the qualification, applies mote 
especially to towns than to counties ? — Certainly ; to towns exclusively, large 

And therefore more to towns than to counties?— When I mentioned 
hypothetically the case of a man being objected to on account of the nnmlier 
not being given I did not mean the number of the house in the column of 
his property, but the column for his own description, the place of abode. 

26 1 0. Mr. MUmr Gibson.'] Could you call it a frivolous objection when it was 
based upon the law ; when the objection to the vote was that a certain require- 
ment mentioned in the Act of Parliament had not been complied with; would 
you in any case call that a frivolous objection ?— I think that there is a defect in 
the law • I think the revising barrister ought to have power to make alterations 
in such cases, without going through the machinery of the notice of objection, 

2611. That has been deemed to be one of the most frivolous sort of objections; 
it fact the whole of the objections, or a great number of them in North Warwick- 
shire which were complained of, were objections taken upon the ground that the 
voters had not given the number of the house where the property was situated: 
now the law requires that it should be given ; I ask you whether, m your opinion, 
you deem that objection to be frivolous and vexatious?— I think there are cases 
L which it would ; in many cases it would not be so. 

2612 The law requires it in all cases: do you conceive that when the law 
requires it in all cases that can be held to be a frivolous objection r- 1 do not 
think so ; the objector has no occasion to look further than to be certain that 
the party is properly identified. 

2613. The law gives a vote upon certain conditions; I ask you whether tiie 
objector is not entitled to see that each requirement ot that law is complied with 

bv the voter?— He is entitled to see it, of course. 

2614. Can he be complained of ?— I think it ought not to run the least nsk 

of depriving a man of his vote. _ , * * 1 

2615. As to the necessary conditions for identification, are we to take it as 
laid down by the Act, or according to your opinion, or my opinion, or somebody 
else’s opinion ? — According to the Act of Parliament. 

2616. Are you not of opinion that you may simplify the nature of the qualifi- 
cation?— I do not know how that can be simplified. 

2617. Cannot you alter the franchise?— That may be altered m various ways; 

I am not prepared to point out any beneficial mode of altering it. 

26 1 8. Do vou think there could be no beneficial mode of altering it, so m 

to diminish the system of objecting to votes?— I do not see how that would dira- 
nish the system where objections are made without the slightest ground tor dis- 
puting the franchise. . 

261Q. How many different sorts of qualifications are there, to entitle a ra™ ” 
vote for the county ?— The first are, the freehold, the leasehold, the copyhold, 
and a tenancy of 501 . a year. . 

2620. You think a simplification of the franchise would lessen the litigation as 
to votes? -I do not say that; it is a self-evident truism that the fewer species 0 
qualification there are, the fewer points there are upon which objections can 
token. 

2621. Is not the whole law of real property one of great difficMty and com 

plexity ; and I ask you, whether making the qualification „ 

legal conditions as possible, whether that would not tend to lessen the 1 iga 
in the revising barristers’ courts? — I must commence by saying, that it is p 
seldom that the nice questions of real property law are brought into 1 
the revising barristers’ courts ; but I think, so long as a property qua i c 
exists at ah, We must always be, to a certain extent, liable to it. . , 

2622. Is it not possible to modify the property qualification ?— 1 nou 

there are only three species of qualification that you are in possession ® ^ 

freehold, the leasehold, and the copyhold ; in another case, a tenancy 0 

2623. Are there many other qualifications? There are rents and salaries, aris- 
ing out of land? — Yes ; freehold offices. ^ ^ ■ f m mis- 

2624. Chairman.] Do a large proportion of these objections jjt; 

apprehension as to the nature of the property ? — In many cases they ha 
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in some very few cases ; these questions are brought under the consideration of 
the court— they are the minority of cases. 

2625. Have not a great proportion of these been swept away by the uniform 
decision of the barristers ? — They have, a very large class of them ; as to trustees 
of dissenting meeting-houses, which was a fruitful source of litigation, I think the 
grounds of litigation have been very much narrowed the last year. 

2626. Mr. Milner Gibson.l Do you think a household qualification would 
lessen the litigation in the barristers’ courts ; supposing you would say that every 
man who had resided in the county a certain time should have a vote ? — It must 
lessen the litigation ; but I should be sorry to give any answer that could be 
construed into an opinion of my own. 

2627. Sir John Walsh.l Do you think if there were no conditions attached to 
the vote you might dispense with the Registration Courts altogether ? — I tliinlf 
that follows. 

2628. Mr. Newdegate.'\ If there was universal suffrage there could be no 
question as to qualification ? — No. 

2629. Might not a question be raised as to the identity of the person? — 
Certainly. 

2630. In such cases of objection as those of which you have given evidence 
iu South Leicestershire, where no proof was adduced, might not simUar objections 
be raised upon identity under a system of universal suffrage ?— There would be 
nothing to guard against it. 



Henry Lucas, Esq., Examined. 

2G31. Chairman^ Have you been connected with the registration in the 
county of Buckingham? — I have. 

2632. In what capacity?— As the agent of the Conservative party in the 
county. 

2633. How long have you been connected with it? — Ever since the Reform 
Act. 

2634. Can you speak particularly to the last registration ? — I can. 

2635. Were there any considerable number of voters objected to at that time ? 
— About 1,000 I believe. 

2636. What is the whole number of registered voters ? — About 5,800 upon 
the register ; there are, I think, 5,350 persons ; the number upon the register, 
arising from double entries, is 5 , 800 . 

2637. About 1,000 were objected to on this occasion? — There were above 
1,000 objected to altogether ; taking in the overseer’s objections also there were 
more ; there were 1,000 objections by one person. 

2638. Has that ever been seen in the county before? — Never. 

2639. Who was the person'? — A person of the name of WiUiam Lines; he 
stanch upon the register for the parish of Haddenham in the county of Bucking- 
ham. 

2640. Under what circumstances did those notices come ? — They all came at 
once and very late, so late that the overseers had not an opportunity of making 
their lists of objections at the prescribed period; they were aU posted at Manches- 
ter on the 23 d and 24 th of August. 

2641. When did they reach the parties? — ^The 25 th you will remember was 
Sunday, so that in very few cases did they reach the parties so early as the 26 tli, 
and frequently not till the 27 th and 28 th. 

2642. When was the overseer to make out his lists ? — According to the pre- 
cept sent to the overseer, which is part of the Act, he has to make out his list 
of objections on the 25 th ; he has to send them to the clerk of the peace before 
the 1 st of September. 

2643. Did the objector appear? — He did: but I will just illustrate, if you 
pleas^ by reference to one of the overseers’ lists, this fact ; this, {exhibiting it) 
IS a list of objections for the parish of Aylesbury, which is in three parts ; the 

.t is, “ the following persons have been objected to,” this is in the form pre- 
the schedule to the Act, and contains about 20 names ; then follows 
^ the following notices of objection, 'bearing the Manchester post-mark of 
August 23 d and 24 th, part of them the London post*mark of August 26 th, and 
tue whole the Aylesbury post-mark of the 26 th of August, were received by the 
overseers on the last-mentioned day then it goes on (additional list) “the foUow- 
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inR persons have teen objected to as not being entitled to have their names re- ' 
tained in addition to the list already prepared ; nonces of objection hearing 
the Manchester post-mark of August the pd and 24th, part of them the Loa- 
don post-mark of August the 26th, and the whole the Aylesbury post-marl of 
the ‘’7th of August were received by the overseers on the last-mentioned dav;” 

I only put that in in illustration of a fact which obtained generally throughout the 

county where those objections had been taken. 

2644 Mr Jdderley.] How late was the latest! — Ihe 27th. 

2641' Chairman.'] TOat steps were taken to sustain those objections ?-Thc 
nartv attended ■ the objector attended at each of the revision courts ; the first 
was held at Newport Pagnell on the 30th of September, in which district, 
though it comprehends about 1,050 voters upon the register, he had made only 
38 objections, and it happens that he did not object to any one resident voter in 

Neiadegaie.] All those objections were to non-resident voters!- 
Yes - there was no one objection from that party to a resident voter. 

2647 When Mr Lines, the objector, appeared, did any gentleman of the 
legal profession or otherwise appear to conduct the case ?— Mr. Acland attended 
at the first barrister’s court. 

2648. That was at Newport Pagnell?--Ye3. , ti, 

2640 Did any one else attend on the part of the objector ?— There was a 
solicitor who resides in London, of the name of Clarke, who also attended 
26*10 Did those parties avow themselves the agents ot the objector, wiiolly, 
or the 'agents of any political association !-Mr. Acknd and Mr. Clarke both 
avowed themselves to be employed by the Anti-Corn Law League, md it 
was a matter of general understanding that Mr. Lines was also ; I do not 
charge Mr. Lines with having done more than a very active mtellipnt agent 
wouhi have done, but he made an affidavit before a judge, in which he swore 
that he was the agent of the Anti-Com Law League, and that he had made 
upwards of a thousand objections ; then I will give you the great result ; the 
obiections of Mr. Lines were brought under the consideration of the revising 
barrister; of those objections 646 were heard, of which 15 voters were stack 

°^26si Mr C Berkeku.] What became of the 631? -They were retained, 

26S2! Chairman.] After investigation?— Not altogether ; I wiU come to that 
after ; that is the great list; in the district of Newport, at the ^ 
barristers’ court, namely, on the 30th of September and the 1st of October 
there were only 88 objections made by this party, and those were contncd to 
non-residents ; then, in the Buckingham district, at the next court, he had made 
137 objections, of which he failed in 185. and two were struck ott. 

2653. Mr. C. Berkeley.} How many were struck oif at Newport?— -tour out 

° 2654. Mr. Milner Giison.] Have you any return of whether those that were 
retained on the register were amended ?-Many of them were ; ^ast ma^o 
them were altered ; I think I had better go through it : then, m the Aylesbi^ 
district, which occupied three days, there were 387 objections J .. 

nine were struck off, and 378 retained; upon this occasion j 

solicitor, weis replaced, having met with some accident, as ^ > 

Mr. Fitch, a solicitor residing in London. _ t 

2655. Mr, Newdegate.] Did he avow himself the agent of 
League?— I do not know that he did, but he was in the place ot Mr, OiarK , 
assisted, or rather assisting, Mr. .Acland, who attended as the ^ 

most leading party upon that occasion. Then at Newport, no app ca 
made to the barrister for costs. I should tell you that I, who appe 
Mr. Lines’s objections, and affirmed myself to be the representative ot P 
did not choose to make any application for costs, but left it to the pa 
were brought there to make it if they chose ; no application was 
Buckingham district, there were applications made, in three distances 
the barrister grant costs. 1 did certainly make an application to me 
there in a hard case of a poor labourer who bad a cottage which he haa 
and whose sole subsistence was his daily labour ; he was brought 
he had been induced to make some trifling alteration in the ^ppU- 

property, but the barrister did not give costs to him : at Aylesbury m 
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cations were made by individuals for costs ; they were granted in nine cases, and Henry Lveas, Esq. 
at the ninth case, Lines said “ I shall pay no more costs.” — 

2656. Mr. C. Berkelci/.'] Wliat was the amount in the nine cases? — About 7 April 1846. 

£.4. 16. in the nine cases; then he said he would pay no more costs ; he had 

hesitated before, and had been prevailed upon to go on ; it was explained to him, 
that until the costs were paid, no further objections could be heard ; so Mr. 

Fitch shut up his brief and went away, and Lines remained, but from that time 
forward, of course no more objections of this kind were heard. 

2657. Mr. Milner Gibson.1 Of this kind t — From this party I would say ; 
there remained for the other districts for Wycombe, Beaconsfield, Eton and 
Marlow, 90 objections from this party. 

2658. Chairman.'] Those were not pursued? — No; there was one case I 
ought to mentien, which arose in the Aylesbury district, in the parish of Buck- 
land, winch is a place about six miles distant from Aylesbury ; there were, I 
believe, five parties objected to, poor labouring men, who had each his cottage, 
and who depended for his subsistence upon his daily labour, they were brought 
six or seven miles from home, and kept from 9 o’clock in the morning till 5 in 
the evening ; the objections that were made, appeared to be simply to the 
description of their property ; the parish is the parish of Buckland, and part of 
that parish is called Buckland Common, upon which common those cottages 
stood, and they so stood in the register; now in the former register each of 
those parties stood thus, “John Jones ; Buckland; freehold cottage; Buckland 
common ; himself there has been no kind of uniformity in the practice of the 
revising barristers, but about two years ago, this word “himself” was struck 
out, and so it appeared that this objection, was not an objection to the parties 
on the claim, but as to an alteration made by a previous revising barrister ; in 
that case 1 did ask, and press very hard, for costs to remunerate these poor men 
for the loss of their day’s labour, and the case excited a great deal of sympathy ; 
there was a strong feeling evinced as to the hardship upon these poor men, but 
the barrister seemed glad enough to escape from the responsibility of ordering 
costs, and he made this addition, putting in “ himself” 

2659. Mr. Newdegate^ Which had been struck out on a previous occasion by 
another barrister ? — Yes ; and we felt a very great difficulty on that account. 

2660. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Was it struck out before the last registration ? — 

I will not be certain of that. Then again, I omitted to state, in all the districts, 
parties whose residences were at a distance, and not within the county ; take, 
for instance, Sir Thomas Fremantle, in the Buckingham district ; at that time he 
was hving in Phcenix Park. Take another instance, and I put that to Mr. Lines 
at the court at the time, at the Aylesbury district ; a man who was to decide 
upon all these cases, and must be supposed to know something of the law : Sir 
Nicholas Tindal, was objected to by Mr. Lines, in the town of Aylesbury ; one 
could not help feeling strongly upon that ; of course he was retained. 

2661. Was his vote amended? — Not a bit ; there appeared also to be really 
and truly the greater part of the objections ; and I dare say it has not escaped 
your notice, that a good deal of it might have been obviated if the party object- 
ing was obliged to state the grounds of his objections ; for instance, persons 
objected to on the ground of a change in their place of abode. In the 40 th 
section of the last Act it says, that where a party has been objected to on the 
ground of having changed his place of abode, the barrister may retain his name 
on the list, it being proved to him that, on the 31 st of July preceding, he had 
the same quahfication. But how are the parties to know, unless the ground is 
stated, that that is the ground ? The Act pre-supposes that he should have 
information to meet that case ; and if there were that ground of objection stated, 
a great deal of the difficulty which we complain of, and with reason, would be 
removed. 

2662. Chairman.] In what way? — For instance; supposing Sir Thomas 
Fremantle had notice that his name was objected to, because he claimed in right 
of a freehold estate, whereas it was a leasehold estate, or on the ground of his 
having changed his residence, or whatever ground it was, negativing any one of 
the qualifications required by the Act as to which the party objecting believed 
that be ought to be the subject of objection, then the party would be prepared 
to meet it. Supposing Sir Thomas Fremantle writes to me that he has notice 
of objection, and says, •" I suppose my steward can prove I am in possession of 
the property/* how can his steward prove that it is freehold, copyhold or lease- 

0 - 41 . 3 2 hold ? 
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Horn; Lucm, Esq. hold r If the party were required, as in cases of the removal of the poor, to state 
the ground of their appeal, for it comes m the nature of an appeal, youwoald 
find that would obviate the difficulty. . * , 

2663. Mr. Newdegate.] I think the grounds you state are general groimas ? 

—Yes 

f2664 Because in case of appeals it has been found that requiring the special 
•mound to be stated, has led to much special pleading and mconvemence ; there- 
fore your suggestion goes to the general grounds of the ohjection ?-Yes. 

26<)^. Mr. Milner Gibson.} How many were amended '.-If they were 
amended, they were amended not from those notices of objection, hut thepower 

of the barrister himself; by law to revise the lists. 

2666 Chairman.} Is it the practice of the hamster, when he takes a list m 
hand to make questions upon it, with a view to establish the correctness of the 
descriptions l-Very generally the case ; it was universally so m the last registra- 
tion for the barrister to take the list in his hand and see if any addition were 
reoiiisite or any correction were desirable, and to call upon the overseer to 
suDplv such information as would enable him to correct the register. 

26(37 If he saw an insufficient description, an omission of the number of the 
street or any other point that made it difficult to identify the voter or the 
croperty he would ask for such information from the overseer as would enable 
him to supply the deficiency ?— It does happen in our county that there is not any 
street in any town which is numbered; it is precisely what you mean, for instance, 
if I were to turn to the parish of BucMand, in the last year’s register, I find 
"Bishop Joseph; place of abode, Buckland Common ; nature of qualification, 
freehold house and land, BucUand Common.” That has been corrected m tlm 
way, “Bishop, Joseph; Bucldand Common ; freehold house and land. Buck- 

land Common ; himself,” . r -v t i 

s668. Were those corrections at the instance of the agents of the League! - 
I can hardly say that, because there were so few cases gone into upon the objec- 
tions of the League agent ; when he shut up his book and went away, the hamster 
took the thing into his own hand and corrected the lists. 

2669 He, without the presence of the agent, made a great many of «■ 
rections ?-— YeS, to such an extent that it would puzzle me to tell ; I could do it, 
but not without more attention than I have given. 

2670. Mi. Adderley.} Do you state that none were amended upon objections 

*^^671. Mr. Milnar Gihon.} The form of proceeding is this ; the person object- 
ing proves the notice of objection, then the party objected to is required to 

prove his quahficatiou ? —Yes. _ ^ , i-oinD 

2672. So that this amendment is an incidental circumstance to the vote oeing 

brought under the consideration of the barrister ?— Yes. . . , v 

2673. Chaimtan.} Such amendments are applied without objection t—ies. 

2674. It is not necessary that an objector should appear ? — No; the barns 
would do it upon the authority given to him by the Act itself. 

2675. Has it been the practice of the barrister to exercise Ins own mscrenon, 

unmoved by any other party, in correcting errors of this description .- It • 
and still more frequently on the motion of parties without notice ol 
There -was another circumstance which I am afraid 1 have not stated stro% y 
enough, as to the irregularity and the great difficulty that any person na o 
with these notices of objection, on account of the inanner in 
sent by the post. It gave rise to a great deal of discussion and ■ , 

determine, when, in the ordinary course of post, they would have been e 
because the course of post is varied, and does vary by the means ot 
altered from time to time, but in none of those cases did they get to t e p 
in time ; not by the 25 th I mean. - oja 

2676. Mr. Milner Gibson.} When did the barrister’s court open, t 

2677. When did the notices get to the people f — The 26 th and 27 th of Aaga** 

I am speaking of the Act of Parliament. , 

2678. That requires that they should he posted on a certain day . i 

more ; that they should be posted so that they should reach the parties o 
time. . . For 

2679. Mr. Jddcrley.} Can you state the nature of those objections he a 

the most part of the most trivial kind, such as no number being gi 7 
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honse or street. The word “ street” applies for instance in Aylesbury, and many Henr>/ Lvcas, Esq. 

parties were described as being in certain streets ; the objection there, w£^ that 

there was no number. 7 April 1846. 

2680. The streets were not numbered? — No. 

2681. That shows on the face of it ignorance on the part of the objector of 
the locality ; he was not aware that the streets were not numbered ? — It is diffi- 
cult to suppose that either, for this objector was born and bred within a very 
few miles of Aylesbury, which market he attended for a great many years, and 
had been aH his life in the parish of Aylesbury ; we find here Whitehall-street, 
Cambridge-street, Oxford-street, Silver-street, Castle-street, Cambridge-place, 

Broad-street, Bakers-lane ; in all such cases, and I believe Sir Nicholas Tindal 
comes under the category, the alleged objection was that there was no number 
given to a house, there was no number in the place. 

2682. Mr. Milner Gilson."] Are you aware that Lord Chief Justice Tindal was 
the judge who laid it down to be the law that the number should be given? — 

Where there w'as a number. 

2983. Mr. Adderhy."] Am I not right in stating this, that the majority of 
objections in Buckinghamshire were made on the ground of the number of the 
house not being stated?— A great number. 

2684. I believe it is the fact, that there is not a town in Buckinghamshire in 
which the houses are numbered? — I am not quite sure as to Eton ; I am sure it 
is not the case in any other town. 

2685. Mr. C. Berkeley.] With regard to this part of the examination, I wish 
to ask you a question : It appears to me this is a list prepared by the overseer ? 

— Yes. 

2686. Are you well acquainted with the county of Bucldngham ? — ^Yes ; I think 
I know every man in it. 

2687. T)o you know a gentleman of the name of Moore, who lives at 16 , 
Brompton-square, Middlesex ? — No ; I do not think I do ; he does not live in the 
county. 

2688. You do not know Mr. Moore ?— No. 

2689. You say this list is perfectly correct, as regards descriptions ? — It was 
furnished to me by the overseers. I would call your attention to some notes 
made by the overseers, that parties are objected to that are not on the re- 
gister ; in the first page there is a note of the overseers, a star put to the name 
of the Reverend John Sutton, and the overseer had said, “ No such person on 
the copy of such part of the register as relates to this parish and there is a 
similar note to two other names in the additional list, the name of George Judkins 
and William Stone, a similar note appended to those. 

2690. I see there is a gentleman of the name of Moore, living at 16 , Brompton- 
square, Middlesex ; he is described as having a freehold house, and it is situate 
in the common dunghill ? — That is true. 

2691. What place is that? — It is a place well known by that description. 

2692. What sort of a place is it? — It is a very dirty place. The style of 
houses has rather improved, of late years. 

2693. Whereabouts is the common dunghill? — ^Neai* the church, in Ayles- 
bury. 

2694. You say you are acquainted with the county of Buckingham?— Yes. 

2695. Are you a solicitor f — I am. 

2696. Are you in the pay of any association, or employed by any body of 
persons ? — I began by stating that I was the agent of the Conservative party. 

2697. Are you aware what the population of the county of Buckingham is? 

— I cannot say that I am ; I think I have a paper, furnished by the League 
agent, that may tell me something about it j no ; it does not state tlie popu- 
lation. 

2698. In round numbers? — I cannot tell. 

2699. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Of course you have heard of what they call 
“ faggot voters ?” — Yes ; but I only know two sets in the county of Buckingham, 
one created by the late Marquis, the grandfather of the present Duke of Buck- 
iugham, which consisted of a number of persons who purchased the land tax 
of the then Sir George Lee’s estate at Hartwell ; the other lot was created by 
Lord Carrington since the year 1831 . 

2700. You conceive that most of those voters are bond jide freeholders r — 

I do believe that they are ; sure I am that the land tax voters are, because 

0.41. 8 2 it 
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it was in the year 1804-5 that the transaction took place; and so they have 

become so really and truly. - ... 

2701. Mr. C. Berkeley.] How many objections did you yourself make at 
the last barristers’ court ? — ^Three or four and twenty. 

2702. Chairman.] What is the greatest number you have ever made in one 
year?— One hundred and twenty in a year; that was some four or five years 
ago when the register had been suffered to get overloaded by the names not 
having been expressed of parties who had died or quitted their farms. 

2703. What number of that 120 were struck off?— I should say all. I beg 
it to be understood that I never made an objection unless where the party 
was non-existing, from some cause or other. 

2704. You do not try to remove parties from the register upon the ground 

of some possible omission or misdescription ? No. 

2705. Mr. Milner Gibson.] You said you did not complain of any grievance? 

I think these people have only done what the law allowed them to do. 

2706. Chairman.] Yon would not do that r No. 

2707. Sir John Walsh] You have never, since you have been conducting the 
registration, been in the habit of making any objections, unless you conceived 
there was a good ground for the objection?— No ; you must be aware that 
I have, upon occasions, correspondence with each and every one of these 
elector^ and if I found that I bad letters returned to me, that the party had gone 
away and left no address, I objected to that person continuing upon the register, 
because it misled me: I would object to my own party, and have done so: out 
of 20 names I have now objected to, there are 15 or 16 well-known Conservatives, 
who have no business there, and whom I could not find when I wanted ; 1 had 
cause to complain of having all this expense incurred. There is one point I wish 
to speak of, that Mr. Baron Aldersou was objected to in Middlesex, and he sent 
the revising barrister what we call a statuary declaration, which was received as 
evidence of his right to appear upon the register for the property for which he 
was registered, and so the objection was held to be null ; acting upon that, aud 
supposing that Mr. Baron Alderson understood the law, and that it was so 
received by the barrister, we prepared and got from each of those parties, aud 
that without reference to their politics, only whore we knew they ought to be on 
the register, a statutary declaration from every one of thein: subsequently it 
turned out in Middlesex, that they were not admitted, nor admitted at all ; I am 
disposed to think something of that kind might he very beneficial where parties 
are not resident. 

2708. Chairman.] What do you call a statutary declaration ?— Under the Act 
which dispenses with oaths, and makes a declaration evidence of certain circum- 



2709. In fact, that a written declaration should he adrnitted instead of per- 

sonal appearance ?—*I think, under circumstances, that is to say, that where 
parties claiming are not resident within the county (it would be objectionaDle to 
make it too facile for parties to get on the register) I think something oi tha 
kind, as to certain facts, for instance, being possessed of a freehold and so on, 
might be advisable. , 

2710. Mr. C. Berkeley.] You say with regard to Mr. Baron Alderson s 
declaration, it was received by the barrister? — It was. 

271 1 . Then the barrister was wrong in his law ; he ought not to 

it? — He refused similar ones afterwards j I suppose he admitted he had o 

wrong. _ _ . . „fo 

2712. You have had a good deal of experience in the barristers courts. 

Yes. 

2713. Do you think it advisable to increase the power of the barrister, wit 
regard to giving an increased amount of costs in the case of a frivolous ^ 
vexatious objection r— I think the barristers have power enough, but I thmK t y 
have a reluctance to use that power ; they do not lilce to take the responsi y 



if they can avoid it ; as far as my experience goes, in many instances they a 
lost sight of what they should have done in withholding costs ; they ' . 
advantage of slight alterations and slight corrections ; then I am sure ^ 
remains as it does, giving costs will be a farce, because Mr. Lines or Mr. 
has only to say, “ I shall not pay the costs ; I have made my objections ; 
brought a hundred people from their homes, and have occasioned 
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anDoyance I could, and now they may go home again;” the barrister has no Henry Lueus, Eiq* 
power to go on with the objections at all. 

2714. Mr. C. Berkeley.] The barrister can give 20 s. costs; do you think it 7 Aiiril 1846. 

would be advisable to increase that amount ? — I do ; I think parties coming 

from without the county should have a mileage to cover their expenses ; if Sir 
Thomas Fremantle had been brought from the Phtenix Park to sustain his vote, 

I think he ought to have bis passage paid. 

2715. Mr. Milner Gibson.] You say the objector frequently declines paying 
any more costs ? — He did that in this case. 

2716. Does not it happen that a number of objections rest upon the same 
grounds, so that a decision in one case rules a class of cases ? — No doubt. 

27] 7. So that it would be folly on the part of the objector to go on, if he had 
a decision that governed all his objections ? — You and I, though members of 
a class who have been brought from our homes, have sustained that injury for 
which we should he compensated. 

2718. Is not that a condition under which the Legislature has given the 
vote ?— Precisely. 

2719. These are the liabilities that attach to the franchise?— No doubt ; and 
tbe liability attaching to the objector is a liability to pay the costs. 

2720. Is it your opinion that the franchise should be held under different 
liabilities? — No. 

2721. Chairman.] You mean that if an objection is not gone into, the barrister 
should have power to give costs ? — Clearly, if not gone into on account of the 
objection, but on account of non-payment of costs. 

2722. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Supposing a man considers that he has discovered 
a valid ground of objection to a vote, and he finds there are a number of votes 
upon the register liable to that objection, and he gives notice to all those voters 
of objecting to their votes ; I ask you, is it your opinion that if he fails in estab- 
lishing his first case, and then withdraws all the rest, that costs should be awarded 
to all the other parties? — Not if he gives notice to those peirties. 

2723. He cannot give notice? — I think he may, if the time extends ; for 
instance, the barrister’s first court is at Newport Pagnell, and his courts go on, with 
slight intervals, tin the 11th of October; one or other of his class of the objections, 
must arise in the barrister’s first court, affording the objector ample opportunity 
not only of withdrawing in fact, but of giving notice to the parties of having 
withdrawn the objections which have been decided virtually. 

2724. We were informed by a witness, that notice of withdrawal was no 
security to a party, because if he did not attend to prove his vote, and the 
objection was proceeded with, his vote might be struck off ? 

2725. Chairman.] Could not he send back the duplicate and deprive himself 
of the power to make that man appear ? — Certainly ; this is a notice of the with- 
drawal of an objection {producing the same). 

\The same was read as follows ;] 

Withdrawal of Objection. 

Registration Offices of the 
National Anti-Corn Law League, Manchester, 

Sir, 3 September 1845. 

Expressing my regret that an objection should ha-pe been taken to your vote for Bucking- 
hamshire, and that i should, through inadvertence, have posted the notices of such objection, 

I hasten to atone for such error by informing you that I have procured the withdrawal of 
such objection, and that your appearance before the revising barrister in defence of your right 
to the franchise, is umiecessary. 

I am, Sir, 

Yours respectfully, 

To William Ward, Bines. 

Aylesbury. 

2726. Mr. C. Berkel^.] Supposing this were produced in court? — I think if 
the name of “ Lines” were proved, no revising barrister would proceed with the 
objection. 

2727. Chairman.] How would the barrister become aware of it? — By 
production of this document. 

0.41. S4 2728. Mr, 
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Hmty Esq. 2728. Mr. C. BaMeyr^ You stated that you would give the voter a mileage 
if brought from any distance ?— Not within the county. 

7 April 1845* 272c). You would not, in any future amendments that may be made in the 

Kegistratlon Act, advise that the costs which the revising barrister should give, 
should be unlimited? — No, I think not. 

2730. What sum would you limit the hamster to r— 1 do not object to the 
present sum for parties residing within the county. 

2731. Take an extreme case, a party coming from Ireland or Scotland ?-~I 
should give 20s. and his mileage. 

2732. Chairman.'] No limit, but the mileage?— I put no limit. 

2733. Mr. Milner Gibson^ Should you recommend, with the view of avoid- 
ing the number of objections in the revising barrister’s court, any alteration in 
the nature of the qualification?— Not in tlie nature of the qualification; in the 
nature of the objection, I would have the objection stated. 

2734. Mr. C. Berkeley.] But you would let the qualification remain as itis ? 

—I do not know of any objection. 

2735. Mr. Milner Gibson.] You think the present qualification, which entitles 
persons' to vote for counties, is satisfactory ?— I think so ; it has been suggested 
by some parties, and perhaps with reason, in the cases not of splitting votes, but 
where there has been a multiplication of votes, whether they should not be raised 
to a life interest of lOZ. a year. 

'M.v.JohnFaulkner^ Examined. 

Ur. John Faulkner. 2736. Chairman.] Is it the usual practice of the barristers to go through the 
lists themselves, and where there appears to he a deficient description, to ascer- 
tain the means of completing it from the overseer ?— It is ; if I could have 
amended it by the assistance of the overseers, they would allow me to do so. 

2737. It is not requisite that an objection should be made, to bring such a 
question before the barrister?— Certainly not; the attornies of the League 
asked me the state of the register the last time ; I told them the majority iu 
favour of the Conservatives was upwards of 1,000, and they said if they brought 
down the League to bear upon that, it would amount to nothing, the same as 
they had done in the West Riding of Yorkshire, where they had put in the 
last registration upwards of 2,000. 

2738. Who was that?— Mr. Gibson and Mr. Roberts. I consider the only 
mode of preventing the invasion of a particular county, would he by increasing 
the franchise to 10 Z,, where a party resides out of the county, in the same way 
as it was increased as to persons entitled to a life interest, but not having an 
inheritance there, where the party does not reside on the property. 

2739. Mr. Milner Gibson.] The fictitious votes are generally of non-resi- 

dents ? — Generally ; in this instance they proposed to bring, as they said, a 
number of the League. . , 

2740. Mr. C. Berkeley.] Is that the suggestion you make, — to increase toe 
franchise? — As to non-residents. 

2741. Mr. Milner Gibson^ A fictitious voter could state as easily that he ha 
10 Z. a-year as 405? — It would not be so easy to manufacture them. 

2742. Are you an advocate for preventing persons putting themselves ® 
register who have the means of buying the 405. qualification ?— Unquestiona y- 

2743. Supposing they buy the vote out of their own money ? That would 

he more correct. • i i,- wn 

2744. I ask you this ; suppose a man buys a 405. freehold with his 0 
money ; do you object to that man having a right to vote ? — Certainly no . 

2745. You would recommend that the absentee voters should have a larger 
qualification than those that were resident? — Yes. 

2746. That would not prevent fictitious votes? — In a great measure. 

2747. To a fictitious claimant, it would he as easy to say he 
freehold of 10/. as 405. — In the case of Flintshire, there were about 10 P ^ 
sons created by one deed ; the parties were supposed to have given out. 5 
but they gave promissory notes ; many of them were unknown, and 

one penny ; and there would be much more difficulty for such parties 0 
the money. 2748. Is 
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2748. Is is not your opinion that the proprietors of land have a great faci- IsU. John Faulkner. 

litv in the creation of 40 5. freeholders ? — Certainly. 

2749. Cannot a proprietor of land, his own lawyer keeping the title-deeds, 7 April 1846. 
give a qualification which will entitle parties to vote who have no beneficial 
occupation ?— It might be so. 

2750. Is it not within your knowledge that landed proprietors have created 
in difierent parts of the country 40 s. freeholders ? — Not that I am aware of. 

2751. Notin Cheshire? — Not to my knowledge. 

2752. It is easy for a man who has land in fee to create 40 j. freeholders? — 

No ; that would come within the Splitting Act. 

2753. It is not difficult to prove, supposing the legal instruments are produced 
in court, that a man has a 40. f. freehold r— The only difficulty would be this, 

for a party to purchase a property without the knowledge of the owner of the ’ 
property, and for what object it was purchased ; and then to have it conveyed to 
a number of persons ; that has been held to come within the Splitting Act. 

2754. Do you see any objection in a man who has the means and who is 
desirous of becoming possessed of the franchise doing so r — If he does it bojid 
Jide\ I am assuming that there is a body of men, as in this particular instance, 
existing in Manchester, and that they are entitled to bear down the legal 
franchise of the county. 

2755- You say to bear down the legal franchise ; what evidence have you to 
give us that there has been such an attempt ?— Because the attorneys concerned 
in this matter told me they would do so. 

2756. Is not a person entitled to buy a vote with Ms own money? — Un- 
questionably. 

2757. What is the meaning of manufacturing a vote ? — It is legal for a person 
to do a certain act ; but if men combine to do certain acts, that might be a 
conspiracy. 

2758. Have not the judges laid it down, that this purchasing of votes is not 
only a le^l, but a laudable practice ? — In a certain way, but in the way you 
assumed just now, that any large landed proprietor in the county of Chester, 
was anxious to multiply votes for tlie purpose of giving himself a large influence 
in returning members, that would be illegal clearly, because if he does it by 
way of giving a life interest, either his own life or tlie hfe of the tenant, then it 
must be 10^. a year ; so that the landed proprietor is deprived of the power of 
creating voters in tlie way you suggest. 

2759. it not possible for him to give persons in his own employ votes, and 
to deduct the rent of the property from the wages that they would otherwise 
receive — It is hardly possible to say what ingenuity might contrive. 

2760. Is it not easy for a man who has land to create 40s. freeholders, or 
10 Z. freeholders, out of his land, without, in reality, parting with the.property ? 

^It was attempted by a gentleman, by giving a kind of leases, but thev were all 
struck off. 

2761. C/iairmajz.] The law has accordingly considered that buying land and 
sub-dividing it for the purpose merely of acq^uiring a vote, is an operation to be 
discouraged ? — Unquestionably. 

2762. By passing an Act known by the name of the Splitting Act?— Yes. 

2763. Mr. JYewJegafe.] 1 think you stated you had been informed by the 
agents of the Anti-Corn Law League, that it was the intention of the League so 
tp arrange the registration of that Southern Division of Chester as to overbear 
the existing opinion of that county ? — "What they stated was, that it would be 
^y to accomplish it; that if the League determined to do so, they must have 
done so ; the same agent has been throughout the county to purchase votes. 

2764. ' Has he made use of public advertisements ? — He has. 

2765. It is your belief that in some instances those purchases have been 
effected ?— I believe so. 

2766. Cbazrmaji.] Could you produce those notices ? — Yes, I can send them. 



‘^•41 • T Mariis, 
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MINUTES OF evidence TAKEN BEFOUE THE 
Martis, 28 “ die Aprilis, 1846 . 



Mr. W.Matiptld. 
a8 April 184.6. 



MEMBERS PRESENT 1 



Mr. Newdegate. 
Mr. C. Wood. 
Mr. Bankes. 

Mr. Wrightson. 
Mr. C. Berkeley. 



Mr. Hodgson Hinde. 
Mr. Stuart Wortley. 
Mr. M. Gibson. 

Sir John Walsh. 

Mr. Villiers. 



VISCOUNT SANDON, in the Chair. 



g of the 



Mr. William ManjieM, Examined. 

2767. Mr. Stmrt Worlleti.'] I believe you reside at Brighton!— I do, 

3768. Have you some freehold property there ? Yes. 

2760. Do you know a Mr. James?— Yes. ■ t j 

277I Does he reside at Brighton or not ?-No ; he resides m London. 

277 1 . Do you know what he is ?— I believe he is a solicitor, or something o 

*^"27:2. Do you know whether he acts in any respect as agent to the Anti-Cora 
Law League?— I am told that he does. 

2772. Did he tell you so himselff— No. , . . 

277! Do you tememher his applying to you to purchase a freehold property?- 

Yes, which he did purchase. 

0777. When was that ? — In January. i .l. 

2^6 Earlyinthe month?-No ; it was towards the latter end of the month. 
A- mat did he apply to you to purchase ?- He wanted a freehold house, 
avAl offered him one Sch was let at 50 1 . a year, which lie bought, and gate 

^"27^. dm he tell you at the time what he wanted It for ?-Yes ; after it was sold 

What did he tell you it was wanted for ?— He acknowledged that it was to 

create Tent-charges. , ^ 

9-780 For the nurnose of eiving votes m county elections . Jii\iaenx y- 
2 8”: S fte cUseof th^osecLversations 
that he was doing it on hehalf of the memhers of JfSraed 

There was nothing said ahont it ; I inferred it must he so, because 

’^’n^Ss^WhrwS?^ negotiation of that purchaser- 

B°'^hton?— Yes; Upperton, Verrall & Company; Mr. Vetrsll b 

^^27™^ After you had agreed to sell the property to Mr. James, w^m^ap^ 

plication made hy him with respect to charging 'e"t-charges upM 
because be asked me to assign the rent-charges, and then to assign th 
Mm, subject to those rent-charges. . „„rfam numhetof 

2785. That is, you were to grant those rent-charges to Wen 

individuals, and then you were to convey the house to him. subject to 

of those rent-charges ?— Yes. 

2786. Did you consent to that ? — I did. ^ jjst 

2787. How many rent-charges were created tip°u “at house ^ 
of my recollection, it was 17 ; which would pay him 341 . per ann 

onevote for himself, paying him 161 . those rent-cha'l«= 

2788. Have you any list of the gentlemen m whose favour those 

were created ? — No. _ 7 T Ho not think that 

2789. Should you know the names if you heard them .—1 00 

I should ; I think I remember two of them. , perfect 

2790. Who were those two ?— Mr. Bichard Cohden was one, a 



anotlier. 



279^- 
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•2;oi . Do you mean Mr. Cobden, the Member for Stockport ? — Yes. Mr. W. Manjidd. 

He is not a resident of Brighton, is he ? — No. 

2793. How was the purchase-money paid ? — It was paid mein Bank-notes s8 April 1846. 
on the day I signed the deed. 

2794. The whole amount? — Yes. 

2705. In a gross sum? — Yes. 

2796. You having executed grants of rent-charges to those individuals? — 

Yes. 

2797. As well as the conveyance of the freehold itself to Mr. James? — ^Yes. 

2798. Mr. Nexodegate.'] At the commencement of the transaction, you were 
not aware of the purpose for which this property was . desired ? — I cannot say 
that I was not, but nothing was said about it to me. 

2799. Immediately the question of the rent-charges was raised, I suppose you 
became aware of it ? — Yes. 

2800. I tliink you are a resident at Brighton?— Yes, I am. 

2801 . Do you believe that a similar system of purchase for the purpose of 
creating votes or rent-charges for the same purpose has been pursued extensively 
in that neighbourhood ? —1 think not ; I think that they did not set about it in 
time to get any quantity; but Mr. James, who is here, of course will be able to 
answer any question of that kind. 

2802. The fact is, that the form of granting rent-charges was merely to obviate 
the chance of their being too late for qualification ? — I should suppose so ; but I 
know nothing about that. 

2803. I mean, owing to the period at which this application was made, that 
was your understanding of it? — I fancied so. 

2S04. Mr. Hodgsoyi Would not the effect have been a saving in the 

stamp duty; the stamp duty upon the conveyance of the property subject to the 
rent-charges would have been more if it had not been so subject ? — I do not know 
any thing about that. 

2805. Mr. Stuart Worlley^ Wliat was done with the house afterwards ? — The 
same tenant lives in it. 

2806. Mr. James has gone back to London, I suppose ? — Yes ; Mr. James 
has gone back to London. 

2807. I suppose the purchase was made too late to permit him to put him on 
the register this year r — I do not know any thing about that. 

2808. You do not remember when it was completed? — No. 

Mr. Henry Verrall, Examined. 

2809. Mr. Stuart Worthy.'] I believe you are a solicitor, at Brighton? — Mr.H. Verrall. 

Yes. 

2810. Y’ou are a member of the firm of Upperton, Verrall & Veysey? — 

Yes. 

281 1. I believe you were solicitors to Mr. William Manfield? — Yes. 

2812. In Januaiy last, do you remember being applied to, either by him or 
any other person, to conduct the negotiation for the purchase of a freehold house 
belonging to Mr. Manfield? — We did not conduct the negotiation for the pur- 
chase ; I knew nothing of the matter till the arrangements for the purchase had 
been made between Mr. Manfield and Mr. James. 

2813. You did not conduct the negotiation, but only prepai'ed the deeds ? — 

I only prepared the deeds. 

2814. Who applied to you?— Mr. James was the first person 1 saw. 

2815. Did you know Ifirn before? — Yes ; he having been the purchaser of a 
house of Mr. Manfield previously. 

2816. We understand that Mr. James is a solicitor in London? — I do not 
know whether he belongs to the profession or not ; I should think he does. 

2817. He is a stranger to Brighton, is he not?— Yes. 

2818. You say he had purchased a house formerly from Mr. Manfield ; when 
"was that? — It must have been about three weeks or a month before, 1 should 
think : it might not have been more than a week or a fortnight ; it was subse- 
quently to Christmas, I think. 

28 1 y. Do you know any thing of that first transaction -I acted as solicitor to 
Mr. Manfield in the matter.. 

T 2 2820- In 
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2820. In both oases ? — Yes. „ t .1 c * t , 

282 1 Will you describe those transactions?— In the first transaction Mr. James 
■was the’ purchaser of 17, Norfolk-square, I think, and two small tenements atthe 
back, and they were conveyed to him in the ordinary way. 

2822 Are you aware of any rent-charges being granted upon them?— I kno^ 
of no rent-charges being granted upon them ; I have heard so but know nothing 
of it as to my own knowledge ; as to the second liouse, 1 think I saw Mr, James 
on the 28th of December ; he told me he had purchased of Mr. Manfield, No. 3, 
Bedford-place, for 900 1 . ; indeed he brought a note from Mr. Manfield to tell me 
so ■ he ■wished the conveyance to be prepared immediately ; he had arranged 
with Mr. Manfield that he should execute certain rent-charges previously to the 
property being conveyed. Something ivas said as to the short period that there 
was within which the rent-charges must he executed in order that the persons in 
whose favour they were to he executed might be on the register in July, and for 
that reason he was desirous of taking the rent-charges from Mr. Manfield, and 
that Mr, Manfield should convey the house to him subject to them ; Mr. James 
added that he wished we would consider ourselves as acting as his solicitors also 
in the’ matter, and he would send the rent-charges down ; those he would pre- 
pare himself which Mr. Manfield was to execute; I accordingly prepared the 
conveyance,’ and on the 30th I received from Mr. James the engrossments of 
16 deeds, creating 18 rent-charges ; there were two deeds applying to two rent- 
char'^es each ; I perused them all on behalf of Mr, Manfield, and he executed 
them that day ; I conveyed the house to Mr. James, subject to those rent- 
charges. 

2823. That was the 30th of December.'— Yes. ^ 

2524. Did Mr. James express to you that his object was to get the transaction 
completed before the 30th of January ?— Yes, he did ; I will not speak positively 
whether it was the evening of the 29th or the 30th that it was completed ; to the 
best of .my recollection it was the evening of the 30th. 

2525. Have you any list of the persons in whose favour the rent-charges were 

made ? — I have one at Brighton. , „■ 1 j 

2826. Could you remember them if I were to mention them r— Mr. Kicliam 
Cobden was one, and Mr. Perfect, a resident at Brighton, is another. 

2827. Is Mr. Thomas Ridgway, of London, one ? — Yes. 

2828. Mr. Leopold Smart, of Brighton?— Yes ; the names I have no doubt I 
shall recollect, hut I will not be certain as to the addresses ; I recollect Mr. Leopoia 

Smart very well. . ... 1 mv 

2829. Do you know such a person at Brighton ?— No ; to the best ot my 
recollection I think he was not described as of Brighton. 

2S30. Mr. Cobden, the Member for Stockport, -was one, you say ? Yes ; I haw 
no doubt the Member for Stockport, as he was described as m.p. 

2831. Mr. George Jennings?- Yes. 

3832. Was he a Brighton man?— No ; to the best of my recollection, tiiere 
is hut one Brighton man in the list, and that is Mr. Perfect ; I thin on 
occasion of my looking over the list, it contained only one Brighton name. 

2 833. During those transactions with Mr. James, did you understand from ta, 
whether he was acting on behalf of the Anti-Corn ^aw League? — ! rea y 
charge my memory ; it was alluded to in the conversation, ^ 25 

whetlier it amounted to an admission on his part, I cannot say ; hm 1 m y 
well mention tbat.l have been concerned as. agent in East Sussex ,gg 

the registration, and it was rather a subject oi' joke between me and . 
that he should come to me, and that the business should be in my hands p 
paring those votes for the Anti-Corn Law League. ‘ 

2834. From what passed between you on those several ^occasions, 

understand him to be acting for the Anti-Corn Law League? — Tes, cer ai 

2835. The 900/. I suppose was the full value of the house?— No doubt of h 

■ 2836. You had nothing to do with the payment of the purchase-money, 
you ?— The purchase-money passed through my hands ; I ’j jj,es 

Mr.-Manfield had executed the rent-charges and conveyance, 1 saw mr. 

the same evening, and exchanged those documents for the 900/. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE ON VOTES OT ELECTORS. 



U 9 



Mr. H. Verrall. 



2837. Did Mr. James pay you the -whole of the 900 /. ? — Yes. 

2838. Did you ever see any agent for the owners of the rent-charges? — No; 
the consideration money stated in the different rent-charges amounted precisely 
to 900 1 . ; and the consideration stated in the purchase deed was a nominal 

consideration of 5 1 . 

2839. You received the money for the whole from Mr. James ? — Yes. 

2840. Did you ever see any one of the persons in whose favour those rent- 
charges were made out?~Not one. 

2841 . Nor any separate agent for either of them ?— No. 

2842. Was any person employed, to your knowledge, to peruse the deeds for 
them, except Mr. James ? — Mr. Fitch acted as Mr. James’s solicitor in the 
matter 

2S43. Mr. Fitch of Brighton? — No, of London; he writes from the same 
address as Mr. James, in the Blackfriars-road, I believe. 

2844. What part did Mr. Fitch take in the transaction? — In that transaction 
I think I never had any communication with him at all ; we acted as Mr. James’s 
solicitors in preparing the deed, and we had no communication with him ; the 
engrossments were brought by Mr. James. 

2845. Though Mr. Fitch on former occasions had acted as solicitor for Mr. 
James, in this transaction he did not interfere ? — I think he did not. 

2846. Were the deeds creating the rent-charges all delivered to Mr. James ? 
—All of them. 

28^i|7. Mr. Hodgson Hxnde.'] What was the consideration on each rent-charge ? 
—To the best of my recollection the consideration, in the greater part of them 
was 49 /. 15 ; I think there were something like 16 or 17 sums of 49 1 . 15 s., 
and one of about 54 /., making on the whole 700 1 . 

2848. Mr. C. Wood."] Was that sum fixed to save the stamp ? — J suppose so. 

2849. Wortleiji\ If the purchase-money had amounted to 50 /., the 
stamp would have been increased ? — It would. 

2B50. Have you any reason to believe that this system of creating rent- 
charges has been carried to any extent in the neighbourhood of Brighton ?— I 
know only one occasion besides, and that is those houses which Mr. James 
had purchased in the first instance : rent-charges have been created on them ; I 
have heard Mr. James say so. 

2851. Did you understand from him that those were also on behalf of the 
Anti-Corn Law League?— Yes; that had reference to the whole of his pur- 
chases. 

2B52. Those conversations from which you understood he was acting on 
behalf of the Anti-Corn Law League had reference to both purchases, had they? 
—They had reference to both purchases. 

2853. Mr. Milner Gihson:\ For anything you know, Mr. James, in purchasing 
the rent-charges for each of those different parties, may have acted as their 
agent?— Quite so, for any thing I know to the contrary; I had nothing to do 
with the transaction beyond perusing the rent-charges on behalf of Mr. Man- 
field; Mr. Manfield had agreed with Mr. James before I saw him. 

2854. Mr. Newdegate.'] You stated that you bad been concerned in the regis- 
tration courts for East Sussex ? — I have. 

2855. Extensively?— I t. biTik I have attended the registration courts the last 
three years ; I mean at Brighton only. 

2856. To the best of your recollection, do you remember whether similar 
•qualifications have been produced to any amount before those registration courts ? 
— I think there can be very few, if any ; I do not know, speaking from recol- 
lection, of any qualifications arising from rent-charges upon the list at Brighton. 

2857. To the best of your knowledge, therefore, this may he regarded as a 
novel practice in that division of Sussex? — Certainly. 

2858. You have no knowledge yourself of that system having been hitherto 
adopted on either side? — Never till this occasion. 

2859. Mr. Hodgson HindeJ] Was the annual amount of the rent-charge in 
each case the same? — Forty shillings in each case. 

2860. Mr. Stuart Wortley.'\ Has your attention been drawn to the provisions 
of the Splitting Act, as it is commonly called ? — Not a great deal ; I do not 
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recollect that we had any cases occur in Sussex that would have called onr 

'^*''286™ Perhaps you are not cognizant of the decisions which have been given 
lately in the Court of Common Pleas upon that subject?— No, I am not; 1 
have not given much attention to the matter lately. 

2S62 I suppose there are a good many properties m Brighton which might 
be made available for creating rent-charges in the same way, for the purposeof 
influencing the elections in East Sussex?-! should think there would be no diffi. 
culty in flnding houses by hundreds. _ , . +• i -k i 

2862 So that if there were an extensive combination, a skiliul agency and 
a larae'sum of money at command, by a process such as you have described, 
in this purchase, it might be possible lo put upon the register a great number 
of persona who have no real interest in tl.e county of Sussex ’--Quite so 

"864 Or if a number of persons were anxious to buy freeholds and qualify 
themselVes in the county of Sussex, by means of such an agency as you have de- 
scribed in the person of Mr. James, there would be great iacilities given them 
for doing so ’-Yes - I know nothing whatever of whether Mr. James was acting 
for himself or land tide for each individual in the purchase of those rent-charges, 
and therefore it might either have been the result of a connbmation, such as tbe 
honourable Member first described, or it might have been a bmia J,de purchase on 
the part of each individual of those rent-charges ; but. m either case, it would 

materially influence the election, if carried to any extent. 

286.5. Are you a voter for the county of Sussex ? -I have a qualification now ; 

I shall he on the next register. 

2866. Mr. C. Berkeley.] Is that a rent-charge ?-No. 

2867. k btm&Jide ivaeBoMl — Yes. ■ 1, u-* * r a 

2868 Mr Stuart Wortlaj:\ Are vou of opinion, as an inhabitant of Sussex 

thatitmight be injurious that the resident voters of the county should 

be overborne and outnumbered by persons procuring treeholds m this manner . - 
No doubt, I should think so ; the whole of East Sussex, with the exception of 
the towns of Brighton and Hastings, is an agricuUural district almost enhre y; 
if carried to a great extent in a town like Brighton, it might have the effect of 

entirely swamping the franchise for the county. ,j- •• r ^ ? 

2S69. Was there a contest at the last election for that division of the county? 

””^870. When was the last election ?— When Mr. Darby accepted the Chiltem 

When was the last contest for that division of the county ?-I think, at 
the last general election there was ; that was before 1 acted as agent; on Uiat 

occasion Mr. Villiers Shelly was a candidate, I think. _ -t,. -nrac 

2872. Have you any recollection what the majority was The majority 
very considerable for the Members who were returned ; 1 think on 

the poll was not kept open beyond the first day ; it could hardly e 
contest ; I do not think Mr. Shelly canvassed ; I know that only from rep 
upon that occasion ; I was not acting. ^ 

2873. In your opinion, supposing nothing were to done to prevent t 
mode of creating a number ol votes hy rent-charges, would it lea 0 
tion on the other side, the opposite party creating votes m the same way. 

I have no doubt of it at all, not the slightest. 

2874. I think you said that this was a new practice in the county ol Sussex . 

Quire so ; I am not aware of its having been done before at all. . 

2875. Mv.Milner Gibso7i.] You think 406-. a year, _ arising out ot the iann. 
not a sufficient interest in the county of Sussex to entitle a person to vo e 

— I did not intend that my answer should he so understood. ni-P?..- 

2876. Do you think a person should reside in the county in order to ^ 

I endeavoured to qualify my answer to the question put . lot; 

stated that I am not aware whether those were bond fide purch^ers > 
if they were bond fide purchasers, then I cannot see any reason why a j 
purchase should not he made by a person resident in London ^ ja 

Brighton ; but if it were a purchase by such a combination as that ae 

the question put to me, then I think there are serious objections to it. . 

2877. Sir/o/m WaUh.'] You have stated you would ^ “ P 

possible that persons non-resident and wholly unconnected ® ronsidsr 

Sussex might qualify, by purchasing 40 s. freeholds within it ; but do yo 
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it probable that without an extensive combination any great number of persons 
entirely unconnected with the county would qualify themselves by the purchase 
of 40s. freeholds?—! think it highly improbable, from what I have seen 
hitherto, that without such a combination votes of that nature would be obtained 
to any extent. 

2S7S. Mr. Stuart lVortle_ii'\ In the case you have detailed, would it not have 
been more troublesome and expensive to those gentlemen who got their rent 
char?es if they had had to transact the thing themselves, and each one had had 
his o"wn agent and paid his own expenses ? — No doubt. 

2879. With respect to the bond, fide purchase of votes, are you not of opinion 
that even the bond jide purchase of votes, by a large number of persons, would be 
injurious in itself? — It would be injurious to the present electors, inasmuch as it 
would deprive them of their present influence in the election. 

2880. You have said, that that division of the county of Sussex is agricultural 
principally ? — Yes. 

2881. Are not you of opinion that it would be injurious to that county sup- 
posing a large number of persons, whose interests are wholly connected with 
manufactures and commerce, and who resided at a distance, were to purchase 
small freeholds to such a number as to turn the election ; do not you think that that 
would be injurious to the county of Sussex? — It would change the representation 
of it ; if the registration is allowed, if I may use the term, to exist in its natural 
state, I think I may venture to say that the representation would be in the hands 
of gentlemen of very different opinions to what it w-ould he if the majority should 
he votes such as you describe. 

2882. Mr. Milner Gibson.'] I suppose the gentlemen living in East Sussex can 
buy 40 5. freeholds as well as gentlemen from a distance ? — Yes. 

2883. Mr. C. Wood.] Or grant rent-charges? — Yes. 

2SS4. To a much larger amount probably ? — Yes, very likely.’ 

2885. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Is it the disposition of the 40^. freeholders in East 
Sussex, as far as you have observed, to vote against what is called the agricul- 
tural interest ? — I have scarcely known an instance of a 40^. freeholder; lean 
scarcely call to my recollection a single case of a 40s. freeholder in East Sussex 
hitherto. 

2886. M.T.Siuart Wortley] Was it a40s. freehold you purchased yourself? — No. 

2887. Mr. C. 'Wood^ What class of voters are they in East Sussex mainly ? — 

I should think, except Brighton, they are chiefly what may be termed land- 
owners, or occupiers of laud to the amount of 50/. a year. 

28S8. Mx. Stuart Wortky.] Youhave beenaskedwhether,if strangers were to 
purchase a number of these votes, the resident gentry in the country could not 
make an equal number ; would it be advantageous or mischievous to the countiy, 
in your opinion, that property should be split up in making small rent-charges 
for the purpose of giving votes ? — Very mischievous. 

2889. Mr. 'Fillkrs.] In what respect mischievous? — I think it is mischievous 
in itself that votes of that kind should be on the register at all ; it is attended 
with great difficulty, I know. 

2890. Do you think that the qualification is too low? — Not if it be a bona 
fide qualification ; it is very rare indeed (I am speaking from my experience of 
East and West Sussex) that there are any qualifications on the list so low as 
40s., unless of the nature we have been speaking of. 

2891. Do you think that that would be too low a qualification for a voter, the 
merely having a freehold of 40s. ?— I do not know that 1 am prepared to give an 
opinion of tliat kind. 

2892. You said that it was mischievous for people to have votes from 40 j. 
freeholds ; I want to know in what respect you conceive it would be mischievous ? 
— It would be mischievous in practice that the land should be cut up and 
burdened with 405. freeholds. 

2893. It was in an agricultural point of view, then, you thought it mischievous ? 
— No ; not entirely so. 

2894. Is it a political or an agricultural view you have taken of the question 
in pronouncing it to be mischievous?— I think you would have a number of 
small incumbrances on property which would he prejudicial to the property 
itself ; I thought the question had reference to that more than any thing else ; ! 
'W'as treating it more as a practical question as to the sale and conveyance of 
land. 
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2895. 'When you said that 50/. voters voted in East Sussex, do you know if 
those voters are tenants at -will ?— I know some cases in which they are tenants 
at will, and I know some cases in which they are tenants under leases • 

289k Take the generality of the .50/. tenants, are they tenants at will or 
tenants under a lease in East Sussex ?— I cannot speak as to the generality of 
them; the district I have attended to chiefly, that of Brighton, comprises not 
many of those, and therefore I have not inquired minutely into the circum- 
stances. .... 

2897. You know very little of the manner in which property is occupied or - 
held in East Sussex ? — ^No, not to any extent, so as to say whether it is held at 



will or under lease. . , , . , 

2898. Mr. NcxodegaitT^ You do not know the agreement under which it is 
held ; you are not competent to speak of your own knowledge of the specific 
agreement under which great part of the property is held ? No. 

2809. When you spoke of a honu Jidc qualification, you meant a qualification 
ariing outof property which is held by the person owning it, or deriving a 
qualification from it for other purposes than that of voting:— I think that tiie 
term bond fide qualification, as 1 used it, was not used in the sense of which you 
speak, but in the sense that the money for the rent-charge was actually paid by 
the person purchasing it ; I do not know whether I used those words myself, 
hut I think I did, and I intended that they should convey that meaning. 

2900. The distinction you intended to draw was between a person who had 
for himself, and for his own particular interest, without combination with others, 
purchased property, and thereby qualified himself? That was the meaning 
I intended to give to the word bondjide qualification. 

2Q01. And you intended to draw a distinction between the qualifications 
which are now under the consideration of the Committee and those which are 
either purchased or held by individuals for their own essential benefit in other 
matters as well as for the purpose of voting?— I intended to draw a distinction 
between a qualification purchased by an individual without combination, and 
qualifications obtained by such a combination as was described by the honourable 
Member who put the question to me before. 

2902. And you think that qualifications so purchased, under a system of com- 
bination, would not tend to the due representation of that division of the county ? 
—I think they would not ; hut experience has led me to believe that without 
combination, and while each individual acts for himself, they would never be 
obtained to such an extent as to unduly affect the representation. 

2903. Mr. Wrightson.'] You speak of a 40 s. freehold being an unusual de- 

scription of qualification in that part of the country ; how low a description ot 
qualification for voting do you find, on your own experience, to prevail? Iwas 
speaking of rent-charges. _ _ /• vi; 

2904. Speaking of bona fide freehold voters ; how low a description of quaiinca- 
tion do you find to prevail ? — I spoke of 40 s. rent-charges. 

2905. Chairman.^ When you spoke of 40 5. freeholders as being rare, you meant 

to say, that holders of 40 5^. rent charges were so ? — Yes ; I intended to use a 
term. . 

2906. Are there many freeholders of small qualification? — ^There are sever 

small houses in Brighton. ^ - v -fw 

2907. Are there many in the agricultural districts of East Sussex: Very re , 

1 should think ; I do not know much of the agricultural districts. j • n 

2908. What is the circuit round Brighton that your district compreliends r 
takes in but very few parishes, only the adjoining ones, I think. 

2Q09. Mr. Villi&rs.'] Of late years, have there generally been contests 1 
Sussex ? — Yes ; the division has been generally contested. . , 

2910. Do you know if votes in the county are created for the occasion 0 
election ; I do not mean votes in towns ; but do the great proprietors create vo 
for the purpose of conferring the fraacliise upon their tenants, or people w 0 
they can control : — I have never known an instance of that. 

29] {. You -do not knuw’^any thing about it ?— lhave never known an ms an^ 
as far as my experience has gone, of a vote being created in the way you sp 



of. 



2912. Mr. Stuart Wortley.'] And you have attended 
^The court I attend is the one at Brighton, which has reference only to brig 



and to a few parishes round. 
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2913. Mr. Villiers.'] You have had no opportunities of judging, therefore? 

No. 

2914- Mr. Stuart Wortley.'] Are you aware that by the 7 th & 8th Will 3, 
chapter 25 , it is provided, “ that all conveyances of any messuages, lands, tene- 
ments or hereditaments, in any county, city, borough, town corporate, port or 
place, in order to multiply voices or to split and divide the interest in any houses 
or lands among several persons, to enable them to vote at elections of Members 
to serve in Parliament, are hereby declared to be void and of none effect ” — are 
you aware of that provision ? — I cannot say that I was not aware that there was 
an Act of Parliament upon the subject ; I did not consider that, in the circum- 
stances of that case, whether the conveyance was valid or invalid, was of the 
slightest importance to me ; I did not act for the purchasers of the rent-charges 
or the purchaser of the house ; J only acted for the vendor, ]\lr. Manfield. 

2915. You said you were not cognizant of the decisions which have lately 
taken place under this Act ? — No. 

2916. Will you, as far as possible, divest yourself of the character of a lawyer 
for a moment, and tell me whether you have any doubt that those rent-charges 
were created “ to multiply voices” in the county of Sussex? — No doubt of it. 

291 7. Were not they created for the purpose of dividing and splitting the pro- 
perty in the house among several persons for the purpose?— I have no doubt 
the house was purchased for the purpose of creating votes. 

2918. And for the purpose of splitting and dividing the interests in the house, 
so as to create votes? — Yes ; perhaps I may say at once that Mr. James, in con- 
versation with me since, has said, “ We bought the house to make votes.” 

2919. Sir JoM WalshJl You draw in your mind a distinction between a person 
purchasing property for the purpose of creating votes, and purchasing it bonajide 
as an investment, the vote being a mere incident to it ? — Certainly. 

2920. There is nothing impossible under the plan you have described, in 5,000 
people resident in London qualifying themselves, and coming down to vote at 
the election for tlie county of Sussex?— There is nothing to prevent 5,000 or 
5 , 000,000 doing so. 

2921. Jn case 5,000 people in London did so qualify themselves, would not 
that swamp the local interests of the county of Sussex ? — Such a number as 
that would. 

2922. Mr. Villiersi] What do you understand by those 5,000 people qualify- 
ing themselves ; do you understand that they shall each of them buy a bona f.de 
qualification ; that is, each of them pay the purchase-money for the value of that 
qualification? — I understand that if each one were to buy a 40 s. freehold, and 
pay the purchase-money himself, it would be qualifying himself within the mean- 
ing oflhe question put to me. 

2923. You apprehended in your answer, or rather I apprehended the question 
to mean, that 5,000 persons should go into the county and buy 5,000 40 s. free- 
holds ; you did not understand they were to have fictitious votes, but to pay 
down the money for bond fide qualifications ? — I did not direct my attention to 
whether the honourable Member meant fictitious votes or bond fide votes ; he only 
asked me whether, if 5,000 people should acquire the franchise, they would not 
affect the election j whether they were purchased with their own money or with 
fictitious votes, they would equally, if they were on the list, affect the election ; 
and therefore I answered the honourable Member without considering that 
question. 

2924. Do you consider the case of 5,000 citizens buying that amount of 
property which should qualify each of them to be the same as an individual citizen 
of enormous property going and purchasing such an estate in a county, as shall 
gpehirn an overwhelming influence in the representation of that county? — I 
disbngmsh between an individual buying property in a county, to which property 
a vote is attached and is collateral to it, if 1 may so term it, and one who in 
combination with many others buys property for the express purpose of creating 
any number of 40 s. freeholds ; that is the distinction 1 endeavoured to draw in 
my own mind. 

2925. What is the conclusion, after you have made that distinction between 
those two cases, which you come to ? — The conclusion 1 come to would be, that 
in one case it would be a case of combination, and in the other it would be the 
exercise ^y each individual of the mere ordinary way of acquiring the franchise 
without any combination. 

0 - 41 . U 2926 Would 
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2026 Would you see any harm in Mr. Rothschild or Mr. Baring, for instance, 
going into a division of the county and buying such an estate as should secure 
him by his influence over his tenants, a very good chance of the representation 
of that county ?— If Mr. Rothschild or any naan of large property were to buy an 
immense estate, the influence he would acquire would depend a great deal on 
how the estate was let ; it might be a large estate let to one man ; his influence 
would not depend on his mere purchase as a matter of course. 

2927. Becoming the possessor of the property, he can let it as he pleases ?— 

He can. , ^ . 

2028 Do you consider that to be an illegitimate use ot property, a man 
becoming the purchaser of so large an estate as should give him great political 
influence in the county ?— No ; it would be merely the same legitimate use of his 
money, which I tried to say I considered would be the case with any person who 
should'go to Brighton and purchase a house, and who, as collateral to it, should 
have a vote for the county. 1 i . 

2929. You do not wish the Committee to understand that there is more 
objection in a number of persons buying an estate, than in one man buying an 
estate and influencing an election?— I wish the Committee to understand, that 
I think it is objectionable if those persons buy the estate in combination, for 
the express purpose of creating votes, and getting political influence. 

2930. But if one man buys an estate with a view to represent the county, and 
thereby get political influence, you think that is a legitimate use of property?- 
I do not think that probable. 

2Q21. Have you never heard of one person making a purchase which should 
reader his return to Parliament secure in consequence of the purchase ?— I do 
not know that I have not heard of such things even now, with regard to boroughs; 
and I have heard of it, certainly, in former times, with regard to boroughs ; but 
I do not know that I ever heard of a person having bought a property to secure 
his return for a county. , 

2932. Have you ever seen any advertisements of sales of property in which it 

is mentioned, that it would give the proprietor great influence in the county, or 
any neighbouring borough ? — I think I may have seen hundreds of such adver- 
tisements, . . 

2933. Did it strike you that there was any thing very objectionable in 
them?— I really have never considered the question at all. 

2934. You have only considered the evils of a number of persons buying 

property for the purpose of getting political influence? — My attention has been 
drawn to that ; I do not see that the other case can exist. ' 

2935. You think Mr. Robins never gets a customer in such a case ? — He never 
sells an estate in a county which is purchased with that view, I tliink.^ 

2936. Mr. Stuart Wortley.~\ If a person, such as has been described, buys a 
large estate in a county, he becomes deeply interested in the welfare of that county, 
does not he ?— I should think so. 

2937. If he be a person of proper feeling, he becomes morally so, and also he 
is financially deeply interested in the welfare of that county ? — Yes. 

2938. Do you think any one of those 18 gentlemen who have purchased 405. 
freeholds at 49/. 15 5 ., has any very deep interest in the county of Sussex?—! am 
not aware of any one of those gentlemen being connected with the county at^, 
except that Mr. Perfect is resident in Brighton ; nor do I know of any one on that 
list being the owner ofproperty inthe county, except that 40 s. rent-charge. ^ 

2939. Is that 40s. rent-charge likely to give them a deepinterest in the county. 

2940. Chairman^ Are there many things which the law considers perfectly 

proper in cases of individuals, which it considers improper when done in combi- 
nation with numbers ? — Yes. . , 

2941. Mr. Newdegate.~\ Supposing one individual to purchase a property bucd 

as would confer upon him great political influence, would not the risk 
incurred in relation t;o his w’hole meai^, be greater than the risk incurred by a 
number purchasing a property in relation to their aggregate means ? — Yes. ^ 

2942. The risk to the individual would be greater than the risk to the number^ 

— If it is the c^e with regard to those 40 s. freeholds that they are 
chiefly by gentlemen of affluence, of course the amount which they pay bea 
but a small proportion to their means, in comparison with the proportion it wo 
bear in a purchase such as you speak of. « 
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Mr. William Henry James, Examined. 

2943. Mr. Stuart Wortley.l I believe you reside in London? — Yes. 

2944. In what part of London do you reside ? — At 15 , Bridge-street, Blackfriars. 

2945. What business do you carry on there ? — I am agent to the Anti-Corn 
Law ].eague. 

2946. Do you practise as a solicitor ? — No. 

2947. I believe there is a gentleman of the name of Fitch at the same office 
who practises as solicitor ? — Yes, there is. 

2948. Are you in partnership with him ? — No. 

2949. We have heard that you negotiated the purchase of a house of 
Mr. Manfield in December last? — I did, in January last. 

2950. Was that as agent of the Anti-Corn Law League? — It was. 

2951. When was the negotiation begun? — It might have been in December. 

2952. The object of it was, I believe, to complete it before the 20 th of Janu- 
aiy? — Before the 31 st of January. 

2953. By whose instructions did you negotiate that purchase ? — I had no 
instructions to negotiate it. 

2954. Did you, as the general agent of the Anti-Com Law League, do so of 
your own accord ? — I took it upon myself to do so. 

2955. You negotiated, we are also told, for charging 18 rent-charges unon this 
property? — I did. 

2956. And you gave the names of 18 gentlemen?—! did. 

2957. Did you do that also without instruction ? — Yes, without any instruction, 
merely from my own accord ; the circumstances arose in this way : gentlemen 
came into the office and said they were desirous of a vote for Sussex upon the 
payment of a sum of money into my bands, which was afterwards paid into the 
banker’s, and from thence was drawn out for the purchase of this house ; my 
object was to get a rent-charge which might be satisfactorily and well secured j 
upon application to various parties, 1 found that exceedingly difficult. Being at 
Brighton, a house-agent informed me that Mr. Manfield had a house to sell. I 
applied to him to know if he would grant some rent-charges upon that house. 
He declined doing so, not wishing to have the trouble attending it j but he said, 
‘'I will sell it you.” I said, “ I will purchase it upon this condition, that you 
first convey to several parties, of whom I will give you the names, a rent-charge, 
and I will take the conveyance subject to those rent-charges.” That was the 
nature of the transaction. 

5958. And you named 18 persons for the purpose? — Yes. 

2959. Were those 18 persons persons whose names you had in your office in 
London? — They were parties who had paid their money into my hands or into 
other agents’ hands for the purpose of having votes purchased for them. 

2960. Did you communicate with each of them individually ? — I cannot say 
I might or I might not. 

296 1 . Did you, yourself, receive the money from each of those persons indi- 
vidually r — From some of them I might, but not all ; they might have paid it 
into other persons’ hands for the same purposes. 

2962. Or they might not have paid it at all ?— They all paid it, I am sure. 

2963. 'V^at is the nature of your agency for the Anti-Corn Law League ; is 
it confined to the county of Sussex 1 — No. 

2964. Do you act as central agent in London?— I have acted in the revision 
of votes at the registration courts of Middlesex for eight or nine years past. 

2965. Not for the Anti-Corn Law League ? — Not for the Anti-Cora Law 
League. 

2966. "What is the nature of your agency for the Anti-Com Law League? — I 
have been attending to the registration of two or three counties. 

2967. For the Anti-Corn Law League? — ^Yes. 

2968. Was Sussex one of those counties? — ^Yes, it was. 

2969. When did you begin to attend to the registration of Sussex on behalf 
of the Anti-Corn Law League ? — I think I commenced it about December last, 
immediately after the printing of the register. 

2970. I should like to know what the system is ; do I understand that you 
keep a book in which those persons enter their names who are desirous ot having 
freeholds in particular counties ? — A party, for instance, would come into the 
office and say he was desirous of having a vote for the county of Sussex ; he 

0.41. U2 would 
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wonld be told that one would be purchased for him for 50 1 . ; he would then 
pay that sum of money. . , , , 

2071 To whom would he pay it?— To me probably, if he saw me ; and his 
name would be taken down in a book, and he would rest upon our judgment to 
lay that money out in the purchase of a rent-charge which would be secure, and 
■which would give him a qualification to vote for the county. 

2072. Have you such a book now ? — Yes ; there is such a book. 

2973. Should you have any objection to show it to the Committee? — I have 
not it with me at the present moment. 

2974. At any other time should you be willing to produce it to the Com- 

^^97 5- When money is paid into your office, what becomes of it ?— It is paid 

into the banker’s. „ . „ „ r . . , 1 

2976. What banker’s ?— Blewitt & Co,, I think, or some such name as that ; 

it is near the Bank of England. , , 

2077. Do you pay it m yourself?— I usually hand the money over to one of 
the clerks in the office, who transacts the usual money business, and he takes it 

to the banker’s. , , , .1 

2078. Are not you sure what bank it is that those gentlemens money is 

deposited in?— I really do not recollect positively. 

2070 Is it first one hank and then another JNo. 

2980. Have yon any instructions as to that?— I do not recollect the nameot 

the banker. n -v 

2q8i Are those suras of money all paid mto one account . Yea. 

0982 To whose account ?— I think it is entered in the name of Mr. Paulton. 
2983 As you are agent for the League, cannot you give us a little more 
accurate information than that as to the banker into whose hands you pay the 
money?— I thought I had stated already that I gave it to Mr. Saul, who pays it 
into a banker’s ; the name of that hanker I do not recollect. , „ ^ , 

2984. Nor the name of the account?— It is paid mto the name of Mr. Paul- 
ton • it stands in the banker’s account in tlie name of Mr. Paulton. 

2985. Who is Mr. Paulton?— He is a gentleman connected with the League. 
2 q 85 Is Mr. Saul one of your clerks?— He is a secretary of the League. 

2987. Does he frequent the office in Bridge-street, Blackfriars ?— No ; that is 

not an office, it is my residence. „ . -j 

2088. I understood you that tliis money was paid at your office m Bridge- 
street?— There is a League office in Bast Temple Chambers, where I am every 

Where is it that these gentlemen come and pay their 50i.r— East 
Temple Chambers. 

2990. Is that your office?— It is the League’s office, where I attend daily. 

2991. Is Mr. Saul a gentleman who attends there as a clerk?— He attends at 

the adjoining house. , 

2992. Are the parties who come to the office referred to the adjoimng house < 
— F parties come into my office, I should take the money ; if they went mto 
his office, which is termed the council-room, they -would probably pay it to him; 

it is entered in a book. , . n t v. nd 

2993. Wben you receive money, what do you do with it ?— -G enerally I na 
it to Mr. Saul, and he pays it into the banker's. 

2994. Is Mr. Saul in London ?— 1 saw him this morning. 

2995. I suppose before you negotiate a purchase by any person, you ascer aia 
that tbe money has been paid or is ready to be paid, do not you ? I 

yet made a purchase till 1 had satisfied my own mind that the money is in 
banker’s ; 1 have never made a purchase for any person whose money has n 
been paid. . . . , ( 18 

2096. I take for granted that you made inquiry into the case 01 

gentlemen? — I satisfied my mind that the money for which their vote was 0 
purchased was paid into the banker’s. ^ .11. Mhvtbe 

2997. Do you mean you satisfied your mind that it had been par ^ , 

parties themselves, or that there was money in the banker’s hands lor , 
for the.purpose of the purchase? — I satisfied my mind from the boo in 
the name is entered, that on the opposite side to it was the sum or 5U 
wherever I found that to be the case, I felt satisfied that the gentleman s 
was in the bank) and so the result has proved. g 
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299S. You felt satisfied, not from your own knowledge, but from tlie course of 
business? — Yes. 

2999. Mr. C. fVood.'] In some instances you have actually received money 
Tourself, you say?— Yes. 

3000. Mr. Stuart Wortley.'] With respect to those 18 gentlemen, can you give 
us the particulars of the transaction in any one of the cases ; can you speak to 
the money having been paid in any one of those cases ? — If you will tell me the 
names of them, I might probably be able to do so. 

3001. Mr. Thomas Ridgeway, of London, for instance : have you any memo- 
randum of the names of the gentlemen for whom you have made purchases of 
this kind, which will enable you to state the circumstances to the Committee? — 
There are so many names, that it is not very likely I can do so. 

3002. Do yon purchase to so large an extent as that ? — Yes ; to some con- 
siderable extent. 

3D03. Can you give the Committee some idea of the extent? — I have done so 
in many cases. 

31304. Have you done so in some thousands of cases, do you suppose? — No; 
not so many as that. 

3005. What would you give as the number ? — I might say hundreds, perhaps. 

3006. Can you not give us some more precise notion of the number of cases 
in which you have purchased property under the same circumstances ? — I cannot 
speak as to having purchased under the same circumstances. 

3007. Under similar circumstances ? — I think I may say that 1.50 to 200 pur- 
chases have passed through my hands. 

3008. I suppose, then, that that is not the only matter in which you are an 
agent of the Anti-Corn Law League, or else that would be a very limited 
occupation ? — I have been only acting for one or two counties in the registration ; 

I have not been acting for the registration of the whole kingdom. 

3009. How long have you been acting as agent for two or three counties for 
the Anti-Corn Law League ? — I think for a year and a half. 

3010. Are the Committee to understand that all that you have done in the 
course of that time has been to negotiate the purchase of property for creating 
150 to 200 votes ? — 1 thought you were confining me to the present year. 

3011. The question applies to the whole period of your agency?— Then 
I might probably put on another hundred. 

3012. In how many cases do you think you have purchased altogether ? — In 
250 cases probably. 

3013. Is that the outside do you think?— I think it is j I cannot speak 
positively as to the number. 

3014. What other counties are there, besides East Sussex, in which you have 
been engaged? — I have been into Hants, and I have been into Essex. 

3015. "^ich division of Hampshire? — The southern division. 

3016. And in Essex you say that you have purchased? — Yes. 

3017. Do I understand that you cannot, by any books or other means of 
refreshong your memory, give us the particulars of the payment of money in any 
of those cases in which you purchased at Brighton ? — No ; I have no memo- 
randum of the kind with me. 

3^*8. Can you tell us the particulars from memory?— I might probably 
if I saw the names of the parties. 

3019. Will yon look at the list of names \handmg the same to the Witness], 
and see if you can tell me? — George Jennings, of Dover, I have seen several 
times. 

3020. Where have you seen him ?— At the office, with Peter Jennings. 

3021. Did you receive the money from him personally ? — I think it is very 
possible ; I think I must have received Jennings’, but I cannot speak positively ; 
I tliink it more than probable that I did. 

^ 3022. Will you have the goodness to look through that list, and see if there 
IS any one of those persons in whose case you can give us the details of the 
transaction?— All those names are quite familiar to me, and with respect to all 
those names, I am satined; that.they have paid the money for their qualification. 

3023. You are satis£ed of ^at, because you have seen their names entered in. 
a book, you say? — Yes ; and I have also seen all those individuals to give them 
their deed and to pay them their rent ; I have delivered them their deeds and 

ave also paid them, their rent. 

Ml* u 3 3024, Have 
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3024. Have you the deeds here ? — No. 

3025. When is the rent payable? —The rent is reserved as a payment half 
yearly. 

3026. Then it would not be due yet, would it ? —The deed has made the rent 
payable halt-yearly for the first year, and afterwards it will be a yearly payment. 

3027. The half-year has not yet expired ; the rent, therefore, cannot be due* 

— The object of my paying the rent was to save trouble to the parties and to 
myself j that was one object ; there was doubtless also another. 

3028. Is there any rent due yet by the terms of the deed?--No ; the honour, 
able Member will not conceive it a bad payment, because it was received a little 
before the time. 

3029. ChairmanJ\ Out of what fund did you make that anticipated payment? 

In this particular case, as a matter of personal convenience, I advanced the 

money. 

3030. Do you mean to say, that out of your own private funds you have paid 
the rent before it is due ? — Yes. In this instance tlie house was conveyed to 
me, and not wishing to have the trouble of those gentlemen calling upon me at 
the end of the half-year, or to give them the trouble, when they called for their 
deed I gave them t^eir first haK-yearly payment. 

3031. Mr. Stuart Wortley.] You paid the rent out of your own pocket before 
it was due? — Yes ; the object of paying a pound was very little, and it was far 
better than the gentlemen having the trouble to come twice for it. There v?as 
also, I admit, another object, which was to secure the vote ; the payment of the 
money is necessary for securing the vote. 

3032. Was it paid personally by you to those gentlemen ? — Yes. 

3033. Did those gentlemen come up from Dover to receive their rents ?— Mr. 
Jennings has been up two or three times. 

3034. Will you look through tlie list of the names of the parties for whom you 
engaged in this transaction ; having read that list, I ask you again, whether there 
is any one gentleman whose name, is in that list with respect to whom you can 
give the Committee the particulars of his application for a vote, the payment of 
the money, and the details of the transaction generally ? — Certainly not ; my 
memory would not serve me as to the day upon which he might have come, or 
as to the precise particulars of the transaction. I can only state this, that I have 
no hesitation in saying that all those gentlemen did pay their money for the 
conveyance of a 40 s. rent-charge, and that the deed, I believe, in all cases— if it is 
not, it is now in the iron chest, lying at the office — but I believe those 
gentlemen have all received their deeds, and when they came for their deeds 
they have had the money paid to them. 

3035. In the questions I have put to you, I have not at all confined you to 
the particular day on which the transaction occurred, but I wush to ascert^ 
whether you can of your own knowledge spealc to the details of the transacboa 
of a purchase like this, or any other purchase, by any one of the individuals 
named in that list ? — I believe that Mr. Peter Jennings came into the office, 

3036. Did he pay you the money into your own hands?— To the best of my 
knowledge he did, either by cheque or by cash. 

3037. Can you undertake to say whether he did or not ? — No, I will uot 
undertake to say so, but I believe he did. 

3038. If he had done so, do not you think you would be able to tell us wuat 
bank you paid it into? — I have not paid it into any bank. I have already saidj 
that all the money that came to my hands for these votes I paid to Mr. Saul, ana 
]ie paid it into a banker’s. 

3039. Are you paid by salary?—! am paid by the League. 

3040. By salary ? — You may so term it. 

3041. Is it by ap. annual sum, orby fees?— It is more of an annual sum, 

I think. , 

3042. Dp you know from what bank you draw yopr money? — The ^ 

the hank I do not recollect ; I know that it is a large bank by the side of 
Mansion-house. ,, 

3043. Have you received any money? — Yes, X have received considera e 

pums of money. . u v 

304.^, Mr. VMers.] Is it Smith, Payne k Company?— Yes, that is the ban • 
3045. Mr. Sty,art Wovtley-I You have received large sums of money, ’ 

3046. Tm 
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3046. For the purpose of purchasing freeholds ?— No ; I have not received 
any money from that bank for that purpose ; I have received large sums of 
money by cheque, for the expenses of the office, the payment of clerks and 
otherwise. 

3047. Are you the head of the officer — Of this particular one in London 
I am. 

3048. You pay all the salaries of the subordinate clerks?— Yes. 

3049. And you draw the money from Smith, Payne & Smith’s ? — Yes. 

3050. Was not the money of those gentlemen named in that list drawn from 
Smith, Payne & Smith’s forthe payment of thispurchase-money?— Certainly not. 

305 1 . "Where did it come from ? — That came from a banker’s at the side of 
the Bank of England, but the name I forget. 

3052. Is that purchase-money paid into a different bank from that upon 
which the League draw? — Yes, it is kept quite separate. 

3053. "Where did you draw the 900 ^. from ? — From that bank. 

3054. "What bank? — From the bank the name of which I cannot tell. 

3055. Cannot you tell us the bank out of which you drew the 900 1 . which was 
paid for this purchase? — I do not recollect the name. 

3056. Mr. yillitj’s.'] Is it a private bank? — It is a bank a few doors from the 
corner of the Bank of England. 

3057. Mr. Stuart JVortley.] How did you obtain the money, was it in specie, 
or a cheque ?—A cheque was signed by Mr. Paulton for 900 and some odd 
pounds, perhaps it was 960 Z. 

3058. Did you get it cashed? — I do not know whether I did, or whether 
I sent my son to get it cashed. 

3059. Cannot you tell us where you got the cash from ? — I got a cheque, and 
the cash was the produce of that cheque. 

3060. In point of fact, you cannot tell us out of what fund that 900 1 . came ? 
—Yes, I can tell you that. 

3061. How can you tell us that, if you do not know where it came from? — 
It came from the banker’s where I understood it had been paid in ; I saw the 
banker’s book occasionally, and I saw that the sums wliich had been received had 
been given credit for. 

3062. Where is the bank ? — It is at the side of the Bank of England, that is 
all I can remember at this moment ; the fruit-shop is at the corner opposite the 
Mansion-house, but the name has slipped my memory. 

3063. The 900 1 . was the produce of a cheque of Mr. Paulton, the agent of 
the Anti-Corn Law League ? — Yes. 

3064. Will you refer to that list of bankers and see if you can tell the name 
of the bank ? — On referring to that list of bankers, it was Drewitt & Fowler. 

3065. Was the cheque for 900 /. for the payment of this money drawn on 
Drewitt & Fowler ?~YeSj I cannot tell you whether it was exactly 900 /., it 
might have been 960 /.; it was such money as might be necessary for the 
purchase of those votes. 

3066. You stated, in answer to a question wliich has been asked you, that you 
have paid away large sums of money which you have obtained from Smith, 
Payne & Smith’s, for the payment of the salaries of the clerks ; by whom were 
those cheques signed ? — They were cheques that came up from Manchester ; they 
were sometimes signed by one person and sometimes by another ; I think the 
cheques are usually signed by three parties. 

3067. Belonging to the Anti-Corn Law League ? — Yes ; members of the 
council. 

3068. Who are those three persons? — One of the names is Jones; I seldom 
look to the names ; I send the account down once a month, and the cheque comes 
hack. 

3069. Mr. Hodgson Hinde.'] You have stated that the evidence on which you 
^ly. that the sums of money have been paid by the parties for whom you pro- 
cure conveyances, is the entry in a certain book ; who makes that entry ? — Some 
|Dtries may be in my handwriting, some may be in Mr. Saul’s, some may be in 
Mr. Paulton’s, and some may be in my son’s handwriting, according to who may 
be present when the application is made. 

3070* The only parties authorized to enter in that book are parties in your 
cmce, or Mr. Saul’s office ? — I think so. 

3071 ' Who is Mr, Paulton?— He is a gentleman connected with the League. 

0 ' 4 i- u 4 3072. Is 
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3072. Is he one of the council, or a paid officer ? — That I do not Enow. 

3073. Is his place of business in your office ? — No ; lie is usually in the 
council-room. 

3074. Mr. Stuart Woi'tleij.] You say you have negotiated about 250 pur- 
ch^es ; can you name any individual from whom you have received the moaev 
yourself, and entered it in that book ?— I think Mr. Ridgway 5 I received by cheque, 
from Mr. Ridgway or by his solicitor. 

3075. Are you able to say which it was ; is there any individual out of the 
250 for whom you have negotiated these purchases, who paid you the money 
into your own hands, and you entered the name in the book ? — I really cannot 
recollect the particular names without the book. 

3076. Mr. Villiers.] Is it usual for parties to come into this room where Mr. 
Paulton sits, and say they are anxious to qualify themselves as voters for par- 
ticular counties, that then they give their money and their address, and Mr. 
Paulton communicates that to you, that you do not see tlie voters, and that you 
do not receive the money from them, but Mr. Paulton states to you that such a 
person has called and left his money, and expressed his wish to become qualified, 
and then, as the legal adviser of the League, do you prepare a conveyance ; is 
that the course of things?— That is not quite the course; partly you have ex- 
pressed it ; persons expressing their wish to become voters deposit their money 
in Mr. Paulton’s hands ; he hands it over to Mr. Saul, and it goes from him to 
the banker’s ; a communication is made to me that A., B. or C. wishes a vote for 
a county ; if it is one of the counties under my charge, I seek out some eligible 
property ; Mr. Ivimey may be the person referred to to investigate the title ; if it 
is necessary, a surveyor is sent to see the property, and if botli their reports are 
satisfactory, a bargain is made with the parties, and the purchase is concluded. 

3077. It is not necessary for you to see the party yourself? — No. 

3078. And yet it is possible that you may, as the agent of the League, nego- 
tiate the conveyances?— Yes ; many parties have come to me, and- 1 have 
received their money ; but I do not recollect any particular names. 

3079. It is not your particular duty to see a person ? — No ; it would be more 
the duty of Mr. Paulton and Mr. Saul. 

3080. Mr. Milnei' Gibson.} Parties come into the council-room and make 
their application ? — Yes. 

3081. Mr. Hodgson Hinde.} How' have parties notice that the council-room 

is the place they should come to ; do you advertise ? — I think there have been 
articles in the League paper which have led persons to understand that facility 
might be given. , 

3082. Previous to your going to Brighton, had you satisfied yoursm tnai 

there were 18 persons in your book who were desirous of possessing a. freehola 
qualification for Sussex ? — ^No doubt of it. With respect to the negotiation there, 
I had been trying to get some houses and land for some time. Th^e was a 
difficulty in the title ; and after investigating it, one morning I went to Croydon, 
and 1 found that the party was not entitled to sell ; and the consequence was t a 
I was driven very close up for time, and I do not think we were more ao 
three days over the purchase and settlement of the whole of it. . * • - 

3083. Mr. Villiers.] Is not it the case that the League take every pains to giv^ 

publicity to their intention of facilitating persons obtaining qualifications to vo e. 
— No doubt of it. .. .• 

3084. That if they applied to a certain place they could have a qualifica 
for a county? — Many thousand letters went from our office announcing that. 

3085. Mr. Ncwdegate.} Where did those letters go; they were rnaruea 
“Private and confidential,” I think? — I think many letters had a printing 
that effect upon them. 

3086. "Wlio was it issued those letters ? — Many thousands went out from j 

office. ^ n ^OTiy 

3087. Who acted with you in that matter ; were they signed by you. j 
thousand letters had my name to them ; others had Mr. Paulton’s name to e • 

3088. Mr. Paulton you described as the person who transacts the more 

fidential business of the Anti-Corn Law League? — Yes. . , 

3089. Sir John Walsh.} I understand you made those purchases ^ 

object, and those gentlemen applied to you for the express purpose ° 

qualifications as voters ; that was the declared object of the purchases ? — ^ 

3090. There w^as no investment intended ? — That was not the object. 
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asked just now by an honourable Member if 1 recollected any particular name I 
had received money from ; I received money from Dr. Bowring expressly to pur- 
chase a vote. 

3091. The declared object was to qualify those persons as voters ? — No doubt 
it was. 

3092. Mr. C. Berkeley.'] Did Dr. Bowring pay you by cheque or give you 
money?— By cheque. 

3093. Mr. Villiers.] It is constantly the case that you know nothing of those 
gentlemen who walk in and ask for qualifications ? — Yes ; many hundreds come 
in and ask for them. 

3094. They have come in more rapidly this year than ever before, I believe r — 
The latter end of December and the beginning of January innumerable persons 
came. 

3095. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Have you attended generally to the register in 
East Sussex for some time past? — I was instructed to take up East Sussex 
immediately upon the printing of the register, which came out on the 1st of 
December, with a view of ascertaining what state the register was in. 

3096. That was the 1 st of last December?— Yes. 

3097. How did you find the register ?— I found the register in a very imperfect 
state; from the inquiries I made in East Sussex, I found that no attention had 
been paid to the register by either one party or the other since 1 834 , conse- 
quently a vast number of persons were on the register, some of whom were dead, 
others had sold their property, and others were mis-described, and had no qua- 
lification whatever ; to arrive at some knowledge of the state that the county was 
in, 1 caused a letter to be addressed to every elector who was on the register; I 
found there were 5,561 electors ; I this morning inquired of the clerks the 
number of letters that had been returned, and I was informed that there were 
2,000 letters returned with answers ; the object of my letter wms to ascertain 
whether the parties possessed the qualification wliich they were stated on tlie list 
to possess ; and the number of those letters which came back answered, I under- 
stood, amounted to 2 , 000 ; I was then anxious to learn how many of the persons 
referred to in those returns were parties who were either dead or had sold their 
qualification, or from some other cause had not the franchise ; I was informed 
that there were no less than 680 out of the 2,000 w ho might be fairly objected 
to without seeking for an objection, or without taking, what I may term, a surface 
objection ; vi2. that those parties were dead, or that they did not retain the 
same place of abode described on the list, or that their qualifications were in 
some way or other inaccurate, so that they could not retain the franchise if they 
came before the revising barrister. 

309s* Mr. Newdegate.] Those answers I conclude were principally from voters 
holding your own opinions ? — The voters were perfect strangers to me ; the letters 
came back answered by post ; I presume they came from the voters. 

3099, Your natural conclusion would be, that they were mostly from persons 
favourable to your own opinions ? — No ; the letters were sent by me without 
having any knowledge of the opinions of the particular voters to whom they 
were sent ; I have already stated that neither party had attended to the register 
emce the year 1834 . 

310(1. Mr. Villiers.] Will you read the letter which you wrote? — 

Registration Offices, East Temple Chambers, Whitefriars-sireet, 
Fleet-street, London, February 184(5. 

oir, — It is desirable that the register of voters for the eastern division of tlie county of 
biases should be made as perfect as possible; and as the New Registration Act enacts, 

1 hat it shall not be lawful for any person to vote at any election for a Member or Members 
or any county where the qualification to the name of such person shall have appeared 
annexed to his name in the preceding register, and such person on the last day of July in 

® shall have ceased to have such qualification, or shall not have retained so 

ffiuch thereof as would have entitled him to have his name inserted in such register without 
eiDg subject to be sued for the penalty of 100 1 . it has been deemed expedient to request 
you to answer the questions proposed in the enclosed paper, and also the favour of your 
® k by the post as directed, the object being tq correct the register as far as may be, 

such, information to the electors as may be deemed requisite. The answers are 
ot to be considered a pledge to support any particular individual who may present himself 
8 a candidate. Sir, I beg to subscribe myself yours obediently, 

W. H. James. 

X That 



Mr. IV. H. James. 
a 8 April 1546. 
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That was seat with the following enclosure ; — 

“ _ dfiy of _ _ 1846. 

“ Do you retain the same qualification for which your name was originally inserted on 
the redster for East Sussex? — Answer 

‘Mfnot, what is your present qualification?— Answer 

“ Are YOU desirous of having a free-trade candidate tor the Eastern division of the county 
of Sussex, returned as Member to serve in Parliament, and will you support one at the 
next election?— Answer 

“ (signed) 

“ Present place of abode, ” 

Out of the 2,000 names which I received, I found, from the statement of my 
clerks that there are more than 600 who are either dead, or have changed their 
residence or parted with their qualification, so that their names should not he 
retained upon the register without the correction of their place of abode ; those 
that are dead should of course he expunged. As an instance of the imperfection 
of the residence on the list, I took out of the list two of the envelopes, which are 
returned • one man gives his place of abode “ near Woolwich, Kent the post- 
man returns it, “ Not known in this delivery and then it appears to have gone 
through the hands of a number of postmen. There 15 another, addressed “ 11, 
Argyle-street that is returned, “ Not known by tliis address that has 
paied through a number of postmen's hands. In taking the register itself, it is 

only to open it to see the imperfect state it is in. 

3101. Have you there a copy of the register of East Sussex .- This— [pro- 
ducim; the same]— is a part of the register. 

3102. You point out to us that the register presents upon its face the appearance 
of imperfection ?■ — I conceive it to be exceedingly imperfect, if I am to take as a 
guide the Registration of Voters Act ; I take the Registration of Voters Act to be 
an amendment of the Reform Act, which only accounts for the extraordinary 
manner in which these claims appear ; I may he allowed to state, perhaps, what my 
notion of the law was prior to the Reform Act passing : we had 14 days election ; 
that time was necessary to ascertain who the electors were ; there was no list at 
that time ; to lessen the expenses, this register was formed, confining the election 
to two days ; by that Act parties were to give their place of abode and the de- 
scription of their qualification ; but the wording of the Reform Act was soloose 
that the most vague address would satisfy it, such as, “ Bath ” for the place of abode, 
and “Fleet-street” for qualification j now the Uegistration Act requires you to give 
the true place of abode, and also to give the number in the street or the name of 
the house and so forth ; looking at this register, if that be the true light m which 
we are to regard the Registration Act, I find a man giving his place of abode 
“ Lewes,” that is a large place with many streets in it ; then he gives his quahn- 
cation, “ a freehold house in the town.” 1 should have great difficulty to find out 
where that gentleman’s freehold house in the town was. The law requires, that it 
it is in a street he should give the number ; if it has no nuinber, he is to give the 
name of the tenant, therefore it would be open to an objection. _ i. , r 

3103. Are there many such cases ? — Hundreds of them here is a whole line 
of them with nothing further in the address than “ Baxted.” 

3104.. Where is that ? — I do not know, some place in Sussex, I suppose ; but 
if a notice was to be sent to that party at Baxted and posted in London, it would 
not be very likely the man would receive it. ■ ■ v t 

3 1 05. Mr. Newdegate.] It is your opinion, in short, that the practice m has 
Sussex under the present Registration Act is lax ? — No question about it. 

3106. You think it is necessary that a more specific system should be 

— I think that the present law should be complied with ; my notion is that e 
present law does very well, if it he carried out ; that is, if this RegistraUou c 
means, which I conceive it does, that parties are to give their true place of abo 
The great mischief that arises, and the cause of so many objections having oee 
taken, has been owing to the voter in the first place not sending in such a c ai 
as this Act contemplates. 

3107. Mr. Villw's.'] You tliink the provisions of that Act render it nece y 

for other parties to interfere in the manner which has been described, or ra 
that there is an opportunity, and in some cases a necessity for their interfereu 
— No doubt of it. .f _4 

3108. Mr. Milner Gibson^ Are you of opinion that in order to pun y 
to render perfect, so as to be in accordance with the present law, the regis 
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East Sussex, it would be necessary to object to a great number of votes upon 
that register?— To make it a perfect register, I think I might say that four out 
of five should be objected to. 

31 Of). Is there any check whatever in the way of placing fraudulent claims 
upon the register ?— None whatever. 

3U0. Is there any mode of getting rid of a bad vote but by testing it through 
an objection before the revising barrister ?— Certainly not ; a man cannot take 
his own name off the register if he has sold his qualification. 

3111. Mr. Siuao-t Wortley.'\ You may correct the residence without objection, 
may you not ? — 1 should object to it if I were in court. 

3112. Do you not know that it is done by every revising barrister ? — No. 

3113. Do you mean to say that you have attended the revising barrister’s 
court without knowing that?— Yes. 

3114. Supposing that there was an error in the description of the place of 
abode, you think the revising barrister has not power, when it is pointed out 
to him, to correct that error, notwithstanding there is no objection? — I know 
that revising barristers differ in opinion as to the extent of their power. In 
Middlesex they have invariably refused to do so. 

3115. Who was the barrister who refused to do so?— I think Mr. Walpole 
has refused to alter the residence without an objection. 

3116. Mr Milner Gibson. A voter upon the county register is never on 
any occasion required to, substantiate his vote, unless there is objection ? 
-No. 

3117. Do you deem it a hardship that a county voter should be required 
at once to substantiate his vote ? — Certainly not. I may be permitted, per- 
haps, to say a word upon that subject. It appears to me that a county voter 
is placed in a very difierent position from borough and city voters. A bo- 
rough or city voter has annually to take care of his vote but the county voter 
need not do it, and does not do it, because it is not necessary. The borough 
or the city voter has annually to take care that his taxes are paid, or else he 
cannot be on the register. 

3118. The county voter is put to less trouble about his vote than the borough 
voter? — No question of it. 

3119. Cannot a person put a fraudulent vote on the register, without any 
expense whatever? — No doubt of it, and it will cost sixpence to get him off. 

3120. Wouldit not also lead to professional expenses besides that sixpence 
to get him off? — There would be the printing of the notice. I am not presuming 
that the Act intended that the profession should meddle with it, but that one 
voter might object to another as not being qualified, and that voter would be put 
to some trouble, and must pay sixpence before he could get the voter off, and 
then he would have to wait for some time, perhaps, before the revising barrister 
to support his objection. 

3121. Whereas a voter may put on a claim without any such trouble ? — Yes, 
he has only to sit in his room and post his letter to the overseer, and then the 
overseer is bound to insert that name in the list. 

3122. Can you form any idea how many dead votes there are upon that East 
Sussex Register at this moment ? — No ; on looking over the book, cursorily, this 
morning, 1 saw there were a vast number. 

3123. Is it the intention of the League to pursue that object of purifying the 
East Sussex Register ? — That I am not prepared to answer. 

. 3 1 24. Is not there considerable expense incurred by counties in the registration 
of voters, consequent upon the revision of the list, and so forth ? — There is a 
large expenditure, and a very useless expenditure, and seeing the source out of 
which it comes, out of the poor-rates, it w'ould be quite well if the Legislature would 
alter it ; the clerk of the peace has to print the list, the expense of which comes 
out of the county-rate, that of course originates with the poor-rate ; then, after 
that, the overseer has to print the same thing, and 200 or 300 printers in the 
county are brought into operation ; and you have 200 or 300 printers’ bills, that 
IS also paid out of the poor’s-rate. 

3125, Mr. Newdegate.'l You mean that the county-rate and poor-rate are 
collected together ?— The county-rate calls upon the poor-rate for so much money. 

3126. The county-rate is included under tlie head of poor-rate in the 
collection ? — It would be so. 

3*27, Mr. Milner Gihsoni\ With regard to the first proceeding, the clerk of 
0.41. X2 the 
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the peace makes up the Register of Voters ; after that what takes place ’-The 
course that is pursued is simply this : the clerk of the peace on a certain day sends 
a notice to the overseer of every parish, instructing him in his duty ; his first 
duty would be to print the notice, calling upon parties to send in claims on or 
before a given day. 

3128. The clerk of the peace sends to the overseer, and the overseer of each 

parish prints on his own account a set of those notices '—Yes. , , , 

31 iq 'Would not there he a considerable saving of money if the clerk of the 
peace printed the notices and sent a number of forms to each overseer ?-No 
question about it. . , • 1 i. • 4 

3130. Instead of type being set up in each parishP-Certamly. 

3131 Would vou recommend that the clerk of the peace, instead of ordering 
the overseers each to print those notices, should send forms already prmted to 
each overseer in sufiicient numbers for his purposes .'—No doubt it would be a 

*%”32°^Caryo?polS^ any other surplusage of printing which takes placer 
—There is a great expense incurred in the printing of the register table ; for 
example, the parish of Hampstead. The parish list, which forms part of the 
register, is sent to the overseer, and the overseer goes over that list, and m the 
margin puts “dead” or “objected” to those naines against which he may see 
rivht to do so ; he then returns a copy of that to the clerk of the peace, which he 
preserves to present before the revising barrister, and the original he sends to a 
printer to have reprinted, merely because of the addition he has made to it; so 
t^bat you have 300 names with their addresses, and each list thronghoutthe county 
is reprinted by its respective overseer, which might all he obviated if the clerk 
of the peace were to send a sufficient number to each of the parishes to have 

the objections put to them. , ' a.-L a * -u *-u 

9 1^3. Uv. Hodgson ffinde.] Is there any occasion under the Act, why there 
should be a reprint with the terms “ dead” or “ objected to”:'— The Act 

requires it.^ present system, because it is desirable 

to have such notices as shall be prmted in the hands of the persons entitled 
to make those notices or alterations ?— The original notice which is sent to the 
clerk of the peace is brought into court. , -i j + fto 

qiq*;. In the case of alterations such as you have described, are not to 
present provisions of the Act so framed that the alterations may be trareable to 
the source from which they emanate ? -Yes ; as to the overseers objections, 
that system might he kept up, and much of the present expense saved. 

3136. Mr. Milner Giison.] All the expense now incurred by each overseer 
printing this list with his marginal notes might be saved if the corrected copy 
were sent to the clerk of the peace, and then in writing the marginal notations 
were put upon those which the clerk of the peace has already printed, and tney 
were sent back again to the overseer ?— No doubt of it. 

“31^7. There would be no necessity for the double printing, or for settingup 
the type for each parish for the clerk of the peace ?— Certainly not ; the registe 
is printed, ready for an election if it should take place. On the 10 th ot June 
this copy is sent to the overseer, and the overseer when he , 

verbatim copy, merely putting “ dead,” perhaps, on one page, and me 
“ objected” on another ; a reprint of all this takes place m order to put it on t 
church door ; I: think that expense might be saved and every precaution 0 
if it were returifed to the clerk of the peace, and the clerk of the peace w 
have it copied by a proper officer. „dtv 

3138. You are of opinion, that without any diminished accuracy or seem 
there would be a considerable saving of expense if the clerk of the peace 
ducted all the printing that was requisite ? — No doubt the registration wou 
far better carried on if a claim was first sent to the clerk of the peace 
to the overseer, and also if the objection were sent to the clerk ot me p 
instead of the mode which is now adopted. ^nprallv 

313a. Are the overseers, from your knowledge, taking the counties gen n 
persons of a tolerable education, not liable to make blunders m 
■ corrections'— From my experience, I have found, I am sorry to say, 
overseers make terrible blunders; there is scarcely one pansh m “e ' 
London where you find that the overseers attend properly to their uuiy , 
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find lists of two or three years back brought you as the current year’s list ; and Mr. rr. H. Jama. 

I believe that half of the vexation which gentlemen complain of being subjected — 

to, arises from the improper mode in which the overseers transact their business. 

’3140. Does not it sometimes happen that the overseers cannot write ? — Very 
often it is the case. 

3141 . How do they make those marginal notes when that is the case ?— They 
employ a man, for which the county is put to another expense. 

3142. Do you recommend that the claims to be put on the register should be 
sent to the clerk of the peace ? — Yes, as the most ready way, and the list 
would be more perfectly made out. 

3143. Do you also recommend that objections should be sent to him? — I 
think it would be a safer way than the present mode of stamping with black or 
red ink notes : supposing the clerk of the peace should be compelled to finish 
the register in the same way he begins, I think he should go through with it : if 
he begins and finishes the register, the intermediate business is now done by the 
overseer ; I think the clerk of the peace should go through the whole ; he should 
receive the claim, enter it in the proper list, attend the revising barrister’s court 
with that claim \ and all the overseer’s duty should be to examine the list of 
his parish, and make what objections or alterations as he thought were requisite. 

3144. Is there any utility in the overseers attending the revising barrister’s 
court, in your opinion ? — There is no need for their attendance, but there is a 
great reason why they should he kept away. The overseers in large parishes are 
generally four in number, two churchwardens make six, and the vestry-clerk 
makes seven ; it is customary, on a revision, to take the polling district, and all 
those parishes are collected on one day on the spot, consequently the room is 
filled with clerks and overseers, who take the best seats in the place, and the 
poor voter is not able to find room ; it is a wet day, perhaps, and he says, I will 
not wmt here, and he loses his vote. 

3145. Mr. Newdegate.l It is not the practice to hear the objections to a man’s 
vote without calling him, is it ?— He may be called, but the room being so 
crowded he may have gone away, and so lose his vote. 

3146. M.V. Milner Gibson.'] Is the presence of the overseer of any utility in 
the revision of the registers ? — X conceive not, for this reason : the only utility of 
his presence is, that the Act requires that he shall come into court with the 
claims ; that might be obviated if the clerk of the peace brought the claims. 

With respect to his objecting, it has been ruled over and over again that it is 
merely a ministerial act, and that he cannot withdraw an objection when once 
made upon the list, neither is it necessary for him to give evidence upon it, or 
assign any reason why he did object, dierefore his attendance is not needed ; but 
it is a great expense to the county, because they all make a charge for attendance. 

3147. Mr. Hodgson Hinde!\ So would the clerk of the peace, I presume? — 

One man’s attendance and that of fifty w^ould be different. 

3148. Mr. Newdegate.] Do you conceive the clerk of the peace would be able^ 
from his owm knowledge, to give information with respect to the various localities 
in alarge county? — No, I do not propose it. 

3149. Do you think he could do so? — Most decidedly not. 

3150. The intention therefore of the Act, in requiring the presence of the 
overseers, is to obtain local information, is not it, or for what reason do you con- 
ceive the overseers are called?— I am at a loss to conceive what is the object 
of it. 

3151. Mr. Milner Gibson.'] If I understand you, he is not required to give any 
evidence, and he cannot withdraw his objection ; therefore the objection being 
there, the person is required to substantiate that vote? — Yes. 

3152. y\x. Hodgson Hinde.] In cases of mis-description, are not the overseers 

often referred to by the revising barristers? — When an agent finds himself in a 
difficulty in the revising barrister’s court, when, for instance, a voter does not 
appear, he fishes (to use the technical term) for evidence to support the vote, and 
he would call on the overseer, and ask him, probably, “ Do you know Mr. So-and- 
so?” “Do you know that he resides as is here described?” The barrister 
might he satisfied, perhaps, and the vote might be preserved, or it might be 
strack off. ® , 

3 t 53 - It gives you, therefore, the presence of a party, who is supposed to be 
disinterested, to give testimony in a case of that kind ?— It does so, but it is not 
necessary, I think. 

0,41, X3 3154. Mr. 
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Mt. Milner Gibson.'] Can you form any idea of tlie saving that migto be 

effected if the claims were sent in to the clerk of the peace, and all the printing 
were carried on by him?— I think, in the county of Middlesex, it -wonld be a 

saving of from 1,600/. to 2 , 000 /. a year. 

a,?? What proportion of the whole expense do you suppose might he saved 
by such an arrangement in the county?— I have not sufficiently looked into 
the matter, but it must be very great _ 

VI 56 Mr. Hodgson Hinde] In all the counties with which you are connected, 
is itthe universal “practice to print a corrected register each year ?— I have not 
attended the revision of any county excepting Middlesex ; but I imagine that 
those counties which require a register wiU see it to be necessary- ; 1 have had 
occasion to travel into several boroughs, and I have found that they have not 
printed the register, and in some cases they refused ; but upon my serving them 
with a notice, and tlireatening them with an action for the penalty, they did 
print it : the law requires that it should be printed. . , . , , . , , 

ai57 Mr Milner Gibson] It has been suggested, that it might be desirable 
to require a deposit from a party objecting to a voter ?— 1 think it would he very 
mischievous to both parties; it would make the present Bill a complete Dm- 

versal Suffrage Bill. ^ n -n t- u *. v 

qnS WiU you explain tow it would operate ?— Parties would not object 
fearing the costs ; it would become known, that any party might send m a claim 
without the chance of its being objected to; if that name appeared upon the 
register, the person would he entitled to vote. . . . , , 

VI 50 Ur Nexidegate.] You think it would lead to a great extension of the 
suffrage'/— I think it would lead to an improper extension of the suffiage; 
because parties would get on the register who had not the shadow of a quali- 

60'. Supposing at the same time that you imposed the necessity of a 
deposit upon tlie objector, you took some means to restrict the placing of frau- 
dulent claims upon the register, that might counteract the evil of an undue 
extension of the suffrage, might not it Yes, I think it would ; the great evil 

that now exists is the looseness of the claim. , u . 

^i6i. Mr. Milner Gibson.'] While a claim is so easily made, you would not 
recommend any obstacles to be thrown in the way of an objection being taken 
to it?— Certainly not ; neither do I tliink that any greater obstacles should be 

thrown in the way of a claim. _ , 

3162. Do you think that the present law is working well?— With a slight 
alteration 1 think it is generally working well. 

3163. Mr. Hodgson Binde.] Is there any suggestion which you wish to make 
to the Committee as to the amendment of the Registration Act, within the terms 
of the reference to this Committee ? — Under the Reform Act the revising b^- 
rister was restrained from going into any objection that did not appear in e 
objected Ust. Under the Registration of Voters Act it is not so; upon an 
obiector proving that he had served a notice upon the party, and had ser^ve 
notice upon the overseer, the barrister is bound to go into the 

the overseer has not inserted the name as being objected to in the list 01 odj 
tions ; the consequence is, that so much of the protection to vot^s is 
away as is given by the publication on the church door; he ro 

carelessness of his servant, not receive the notice which was left at nis 0 , 

out he might protect himself by going to the church door to ascertam 11 
objected to, which, under'the present law, he is debarred from. 

3164. By the alteration of the law from what it was before, you 

might screen a party from a proper objection by the connivance o* ‘ 

— No, the party objected to might ascertain with certainty whether 
ODjected to or not ; he has not that facility now ; I might go to a 
a notice with a child; I go before the revising barristp and say, 1 ieti a 
at Mr. A. B.’s house with a child ; the child not knowing what 
tears it up ; the voter is not conscious that he is objected to, and be has 
notice whatever. Previous to the passing of this Act he had the se J 
examining the objectors’ list; no objection could then have 
without being in the objectors’ list. The Registration of 
marginis written “ Modeof proceeding in cases of objection; the end 
“ And where the name of any person inserted in any list of voters su 
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teen objected to by the overseer or by any other person, and such other person Mr. W. H. James. 

so objecting shall appear by himself, or some one on his behalf, in support of 

such objection, and shall prove that he gave the notice or notices respectively a8 April 1846. 
required by this Act to be given by him, every such barrister shall then require 
it to be proved that the person so objected to was entitled on the last day of 
July then last preceding to have his name inserted on the list of voters,” so that 
it is compulsory on the barrister to go into the case. 



Jovist 30* die Aprilis, 1846. 



Mr. C. Wood. 

Mr. Milner Gibson. 
Mr. Hodgson Hinde. 
Sir John H. Walsh. 



MEMBERS PRESEITT : 

Mr. Newdegate. 
Mr. Banks. 

Mr. Wrigbtson. 
Mr. C. Berkeley. 



VISCOUNT SANDON, in the Chair. 



Mr. William Henry James, recalled, and further Examined. 

3165. Mr. Newdegate.'\ I think you have circulated letters, signed with your Mr. W. H. James. 
name, to various electors for the county of Middlesex, asking the opinion of - ■ - 

each with reference to the free-trade question — printed letters, addressed to a 30 April 1846. 
great number of the electors? — If you have one of the letters, perhaps you will 
allow me to see it ; having issued letters in Middlesex with Mr. Paulton’s name, 

I am not, at this 'moment, prepared to say whetlier I issued letters in my own 
name ; I may have done so in Middlesex ; I have done so in other counties. 

3166. That is your signature, I believe?~(A letter is shown to the WUness .) — 

Yes; no doubt that is my signature. 

3167. Will you read it? — 

[ 27 ie Witness read the letter, as follows ;] 

County op Middlesex Registration. 



No. 



(Private and strictly confidential.) 



Mr. 

Sir, 

It will be esteemed a great favour, and will materially assist the cause of free trade, if yon 
Will answer the following questions, and return this paper by post as early as possible. It is, 
perhaps, needless to add, that answers should be given with care, or they may mislead and 
thwart the object intended; which is, to ascertain whether the freeholder or the property 
you occupy is on the register for Middlesex. 

Question 1st. — ^What are the Christian and surname and place of abode of the freeholder 
of the property you occupy, referred to in the above address ? 

Answer. — 

Question 2d.-— Is he regarded as a free trader, and on what grounds ? 

Answer. — 

By order of the Committee, 

W. H. James. 



Perhaps I may be permitted to say, that letters of this description were not sent 
generally to the electors of Middlesex ; they were sent to the electors of the 
city of London. 

_ 3 ' 68 . Thisisheaded “ County of Middlesex Registration?” — It is very true 
It was relating to the Middlesex registration, but that letter was not sent to the 
electors ; it was sent to parties who are on the city register, with the view 
of ascertaining who the freeholders were, and what were the freeholds that they 
occupied in the city of Loudon. 

3169. At the same time the question seemed to apply to the county of Mid- 
dlesex?-— It did apply to the county of Middlesex; I have no hesitation in 
stating the object 1 had in sending those letters ; the object I had was, to ascer- 
tain who the freeholders were in the city of London ; those letters were addressed 
to the occupiers of houses in the city of London to ascertain from them who the 

^• 41 * X4 freeholder 
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, freeholders of the premises they occupied were ; that was the object, first, to 
ascertain who the freeholders were when the letters were returned I then com- 
pared them with the register to find if any party was on, whether the true party 
was on the register ; in many cases we found that the tenant returned the 
owner of the property to be a free trader ; if I did not find his name on the re- 
gister he was then written to to ask him to claim, and a form of claim was 
sent, and by that means the registry has increased ; and I believe that has beea 
done in a similar way on the other side. 

3170. In short, the purport of this letter was an inquiry of parties in the city 
of London, in order to facilitate the registration for the county ?— Yes. 

3171. As well as for the city of London? — Not for the city of London; they 
would not have a vote for the city. 

3172. It was a means you adopted to ascertain the state of these properties 
and of the possessors ? — It gave me an opportunity of ascertaining fictitious 
claims, as well as those who had not yet claimed. 

3173. By ascertaining the state and position of these properties ?— Yes. 

3174. I think I have understood you, that your labours in Middlesex have 
been extensive } — ^They have, no doubt of it. 

3175. In short, that through the activity and exertion of the Anti-Corn Law 
League and their agents their party has superseded the opposite party in that 
county ? — I think for the last two years they have. 

3176. And that if a contest were to take place for the county, according to 
the views of the party you now act for, the contest would be between the League 
upon one side, and any party differing from them on the other? — I do not think 
that I could quite say that ; the county of Middlesex I look upon as a county 
not to be taken up by either one party or the other ; the success would depend 
a great deal upon the candidate ; from returns which have been made to me, in, 
I presume, the handwriting of the electors, which have come by post, and having 
beea cast up, on the register I think we have a predominance of persons who 
are favourable to free trade ; and if I were to give an opinion if such a gentleman 
were to put up for the county of Middlesex, who was in other respects a fit and 
proper person to represent a lai^e and influential constituency like that county, 
I think there is no doubt lie would gain his election in preference to a gentleman 
who possessed contrary principles. 

3177. Then, your opinion is that which has been before expressed, that you 

have sufficient influence in the county of Middlesex to decide the balance ot 
any election ? — As I before said, 1 do not think that any party could have 
great influence in that county ; there is no doubt an advantage is gained mthe 
registration, but, as I before said, it depends in that county so much upon the 
candidate who presents himself. I do not think that any party could^say thisis 
the candidate we should select, and we will carry him ; I do not think that a 
constituency like that of the county of Middlesex would put up with such a state 
of things. . . 

3178. At the same time, in order to further the purposes of your ^sociation, 
you have assisted in placing a great number of votes upon the register.— ho 
doubt I have. 

3179. And by a system of procuring qualifications? — Nodoubtofit. 

3180. I think that those qualifications have been principally selected m the 

neighbourhood of Haawell? — I am not aware of that. . , 

3181. Are you aware of the site of the qualifications which you, as an agent ot 

the League, have been instrumental in rendering efficient for registration pur- 
poses? — I do not know of any transactions in Han well, or in the neighbonrJioo 
of Hanwell, in which I have been instrumental in procuring qualifications ; a 
Hounslow, there were some votes there purchased 'for parties, and they ca®® 
the register; they were objected to, and all their cases were substantiated before 
the revising barrister. ^ ,t 

3182. And you have arranged for the purchase of those? — I did purchase a 
those. 

3183. Under similar circumstances to those in Sussex ? —Yes, there is 

question about it. _ • ^ 

3184. But at present I am to understand that your proceedings are not so 

matured in the neighbourhood of Hanwell as to have the votes so qua > 
appearing upon the register? — I do not know that any votes have been pure a 
iu Hanwell, or any property for the purpose of making votes. . . 

3V85. Then am I to understand that those qualifications of 
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neighbourhood of Hounslow have been undertaken in the same manner and 
procured in the same manner as those were for East Sussex ?— No doubt of it. 

3186. Could you name any of the properties and the purchasers, and the 
persons from whom they were purchased ? — If you will allow me to refer to a 
book— [^//e Witntss refers to the samel — I thoughitthis book contained the names 
of the parties who are on the register for Hounslow, which is in the parish of 
Heston, I think; there are 17 in the parish of Heston. The transaction was 
this: these 17 or more (I do not know whether it was 17 or 20 persons) applied 
for a qualification ; they each of them paid 56 /. 

3187. This was for Middlesex ?— For Middlesex ; it was last year ; I procured 
from a Mr. Smale a rent-charge of 40 s. each for each of these parties ; I then, 
to save the parties trouble, and to secure the payment of the money, had the 
conveyance of the premises made to me, which I at present hold, and the 
parties have been annually paid their 2 /. a year ; they receive the money. 

3188. You hold the title-deeds ?— I hold the title-deeds; I am now subject to 
pay them their 2 a year ; that transaction was a mere private transaction of 
my own, without any instructions from the League. 

3189. You are, in fact, the possessor of the property? — Yes; that is a mere 
private transaction of my own ; it was an arrangement I made with Mr. Smale 
after the conveyance of the rent-charges were made ; Mr. Smale had conveyed 
so many rent-charges; he was going into business, and leaving Hounslow, and 
he did not wish to be further troubled with the matter, and I made this arrange- 
ment, and took the conveyance. 

3190. What is this property?— It is house property; very nice house pro- 
perty. 

3191. In the town ? — No, it is on the Bath road. 

3192. But in Hounslow ? — In Hounslow. 

3193. At the same time, I am to understand you that you are now the owner 
of this property; but I am not to understand you that had you not been con- 
nected with the League you would have undertaken this transaction ? — If I had 
not, I think I should if 1 had had the opportunity. 

3194. If you had not been connected with the Anti-Corn Law League, you 
would not have undertaken that transaction? — I think I should if I had had 
the opportunity. 

3195. It aftbrded the opportunity? — I should have done just the same as 
I have done in former years ; I should have done just the same as the Conser- 
vative Club (of which I believe you are the chairman) has done for years. In 
the years 1834 , 1835 , 1836 , 1837 , they were in the constant practice of just 
doing what we are now doing, that is, purchasing votes, maturing votes. I had 
the year before last to object to an innumerable number of rent-charges ; I in- 
sisted upon the production of the deed, and in consequence of pursuing that 
course the deeds could not be produced, and they went off the register ; and 
I did think, from that cause, they were improper votes. 

3196. Chairman.] What Conservative (Jlub do you allude to? — The Conser- 
vative Registration Club of Middlesex. 

3197. Mr. Newdegaie.] At the same time, in the present instance, your posi- 
tion is so much better than theirs in this, that you possess the title-deeds of 
this property ? — Excuse me, it is not exactly so; I was for several years the 
secretary to a society, known under the name of the Reform Registration Club, 
which club was acting against the Conservative Club ; an offer was made to me 
by the League, which was to my individual benefit, as 1 was not at all remune- 
rated by the Reform Registration Club ; generally speaking, 1 was out of pocket, 
unfortunately ; but had parties applied to me in a similar manner, and afibrded 
me the same opportunity of purchasing them rent-charges, I should have done 
just the same had I not been connected with the Anti-Corn Law League, as I 
nave done since I have been connected with the Anti-Corn Law League. 

3 ' 98. At the same time, I understand the transaction you have tgld us of 
took place last year ? — Yes, last year ; I was then acting for the Anti-Corn Law 
League. 

3*99. And you are now in possession of the title-deeds of the property ?— 
Yes; the transaction is one of ordinary occurrence, like the purchase of an 
estate ; if you purchase an estate and it is charged with any thing, of course you 
purchase it subject to that charge; this property is charged with these rent- 
chai'ges, and I purchased it subject to these rent-charges ; it is only that I have 

0.41 . Y tbe 
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the trouble of collecting the rent for the parties, and bear the expense of repairs; 
at this time, I think, I am something worse by the transactions by 20 i. or 30 /,, 
for I have now workmen upon the premises who are thoroughly repairing these 
houses, in order to keep the property up, so that tlie parties may have the rent- 

charge’s, and so get the value oHheir money. 

3200. Were these votes objected to?— All these votes were objected to; 
Mr. Shadwell was the revising barrister, and the deeds were all produced in 
court together with the declaration under the statute that the parties were in 
possekion of them, and received the rents and resided as described. 

^ Mr H Hindc^ So 1 understand you to say that in that case, upon the 

claims to vote being made by tlie Conservative Club of Middlesex, the deeds 
which were not produced were the deeds of the grants of the vent-charges, and 
not the original deeds of the property ? -I objected to the rent-charges as they 
stood upon the list ; seeing them so numerous, I thought I would have a sweep 
aoainst all who voted against us, and upon the proof of these notices, of course they 
wmre called upon to prove their qualification ; it was attempted at first to prove 
it by a letter, or some evidence that they knew the party ; I convinced the 
revising barrister of the propriety of having the deed itself in court; because in 
Middlesex it is a registry county ; therefore, you are pretty safe with regard to 
rent-charges ; you may go to the court and ascertain the number there are, so 

that no parchment votes can be very well made. . „ 

3202. CAuiraa*.] You can ascertain the property is able to hear tlw rent- 
charge V— Yes ■ that it is of sufficient value ; they are registered in the Chancery 
Court ■ being a registry county, therefore, there is a degree of safety, and I eon- 
tended, if the deed were produced in court, that the revising barrister might 
satisfy his mind upon it, there would be some proof that the parties had the 

‘^“itrlrit not open to the revising barrister, if he has any doubt on his mind 
as to tfc original tiile, to call for the title deeds ?-I think that the revising bar- 
risters generally have repudiated the production of deeds, otherwise great 
mischief would arise ; I have known cases of that sort occur where a man wanted 
to get at something in the title deeds to dispute the mans title, and he objects 
to the vote and calls for the production of the deeds ; the revising barrister says, 

“ No, I do not think it right to call for them if the party comes forward him- 
self, he is sworn, and the question is put to him, “Have you the freehold estate 
or property ? If you swear you have, then I am satisfied with your oath. 

320I Aey have all repudiated constituting themselves into a court of title? 

Ygg 

3205. Mr. Milrm- GiUon.'\ You say you objected seeing such numerous rent- 
cliarges ; what was the result ?— The result was that, not being able to produce 
the deeds, they went off the register ; we heard no more of them. 

S2o 6. They failed to substantiate their votes?— Exactly so. . , „„ 

3207-8. Mr. Neicdegate-I ITiatwas in 1834 ?— It must have been in 18*3 or 

With reference to this property you have adduced as an instance m 
which you have qualified parties on rent-charges, you are nowm possession 
that property ?— The rent-charges were granted by Mr. Smale. 

3210. You are now in possession of that property? I am now p 
of it; it is a private matter of my own. 

3211. Do you vote for that property ?— No, I do not. 

3212. I think you said before that the Anti-Corn Law League had been y 
successful in increasing the number of electors in Middlesex . i es. 

3213. Through a similar system?— No, not altogether that way ; gre 

tions were made to ascertain whether the property m ^ different 

sented ; 1 employed several men ; I induced many of my friends 

localities to ascertain whether the parties who really possessed free ' -gnot 
the register, and we found vast numbers who were entitled to 'vol’S i 

on the register; and it may appear strange, didnot 

they were not on, — many wei'e tradesmen; others holding situations „ 
like to place tliemselves on the register, because they would no r c-gg 

any party at the time of election, but feeling strongly .^}jicli 

trade, they had waved that objection and were induced to sign a ^ 
claim was sent into the office and sent to the overseers, and they 
upon the register and are now electors. ^ 
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3‘2!4. At the same time I do not think you wish the Committee to understand 
that the case of the property at Hounslow is isolated ?— No, I do not wish that, 
certainly not ; the number of claims last year that came on the register was large; 
the number is very disproportionate to the number where the parties really paid 
their 50 ^. for rent-charges, as probably you must imagine. 

321,5. Then of that increase upon the register a considerable number were 
enfranchised upon the same terms as those were enfranchised for this property 
at Hounslow? — Yes; and I might add, that I think it would appear that that 
mode of enfranchisement was far preferable to many we see upon the register; 
for instance, the Duke of Norfolk has several rent-charges upon the register 
upon Norfolk House ; I think it would take a very little to strike all those off 
the register. 

3216. And I conclude you will do so ? — I am not certain of that. 

3217. ^ At the same time, with reference to these instances, would you adduce 
as qualifications upon so secure a basis the qualifications of those who have 
been enfranchised at Hounslow ? — I conceive the rent-charges that I have 
been speaking of at Hounslow are really bonAJide transactions, and are now 
declared by the Court of Common Pleas by a late decision to be perfectly legal 
and correct ; the votes I referred to at Norfolk House, I do not believe to be of 
that nature, and I believe that, although the deeds have been produced in court. 
The Marquis of Aberoorn has a vast quantity of votes in the parish of Harrow 
or Pinner, I am not certain which, upon rent-charges, which have been for years 
granted to the servants ; year after year I have objected to them, and then Mr. 
Froggatt has come up and produced the deeds ; J asked the attorney, “ Does that 
deed ever pass to the voter f ” “ No ” he replied, “ it never has, and it never will.” 
Thecourt have now decided, that unless the deed be absolutely handed over, at 
least that unless there be a delivery, that it will not confer the franchise ; it is 
merely a parchment vote; if you look to the Harrow list you will find a number 
of votes of that description. 

3218. Then, 1 conclude it was in order to comply with that requirement of 
thecourt that you paid the rent in advance, as vou gave in evidence upon 
the qualifications for East Sussex? — Yes; having an opinion that that was 
necessary ; the wording of the statute, 'as well as I can recollect, is “ in 
the actual possession or receipt of the rents.” I did not quite understand that 
the possession of the deed was actual possession, until I had received the rent. 
Tile Court of Common Pleas have now decided, that until the party is entitled 
to receive the rent he is not in possession. 

3219. Then I understand you paid it in advance ? — Exactly so ; there would 
be this distinction, that he would be entitled to receive it before he sent in his 
claim. 

3220-^ Chairman.1 You paid it in advance ? — Yes, and it should properly have 
been paid a few months later. The great question is this — the case before the 
Common Pleas was, the rent-charge was granted for the first payment to be 
in December following ; the court decided that as the claim went in in July, the 
party was not in the receipt of the rent for six months prior to the 31 st of July ; 
now, these rent-charges were made payable on the 24 th of June, that is the 
first six months ; therefore he is entitled to receive for the first six months ; it 
18 not material whether he was ever paid or not; but in order to be quite sure, I 
did pay it, that there might be no doubt. 

322 \ . Mr. Newdegate^ I think I understood you that there are other votes 
.ounded upon the principle M’liich you have stated, but possessing similar qua^ 
hfications to those at Hounslow, on the register for Middlesex? — Yes. 

3222. May I ask you whether in any other case vou are aware that the deeds 
are in possession of gentlemen, officers of the Anti-Oorn Law League ? — I do not 
believe they are. 

3223. You say you do not believe they are ; can you speak to that? — I have 
no knowledge of their being so. 

3224. To the. best of your belief the deeds are not in the possession of the 
Anti-Corn Law League ? —No, I don’t believe they are, because most of the 
transactions of Middlesex have directly or indirectly gone through my bands. 

3225. Chairvian.'] To the best of your belief they are not? — They are not; 
1 have no hesitation in telling you of other votes made in a similar way where 
no conveyance of the estate has been takeri, because it is a large property, audit 
has not been necessary to do so. 

0 ‘ 4 i. - y 2 3226. Mr. 
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3226. Mr. I 3-rn speaking of similar instances to tliose at Hoan* 

slow ?— No, I am not aware of any. 

3227. You would not undertake to say there are not any ? — I would not un- 
dertake to say that; there are none to my knowledge ; none of the cases which 
have come under my notice could very well be similarly situated. 

3228. Mr. H. Hinde.'\ As to the Hounslow property, have the parties to whom 
rent-charges had been granted a deed showing the rent-charge has been granted 
to them in their own possession, or do you hold the deeds? — No, the deeds have 
all been handed over to them ; the deeds are first registered as a Middlesex 
deed ought to be, so that it makes it an absolute charge upon the estate, and 
nothing can get rid of that. 

3229. Could tliese voters prove their qualification irrespective of you, or have 
you the documents in your possession, by withholding of which you could de- 
prive them of their votes ’—Certainly not ; they might vote the way that I sup- 
pose they will, or they might change their opinion and vote the contrary ; we 
have no control over them, not the slightest. 

3230. Mr. Nmdegate^ I wish to ask you this : you spoke of rent-charges which 
failed on the Conservative side in 1843 and 1844; do you remember the pro- 
perties upon which these rent-charges were granted ? — No, I cannot call ray 
mind to it at present. 

3231 . Sir J. Watsh^ Did I understand you to say that this circular was con- 
fined entirely to the city of London? — No; I understood it was sent into the 
city, but I do not think it was confined to the city of London ; I think it was also 
sent into the city of Westminster, and into other boroughs ; we wished to ascer- 
tain whether the property in the county was represented ; the total number of 
new claims that were sent in last year was 925 ; that explains what I before said, 
that all these were not purchased votes, but they were claims arrived at by the 
means we adopted to ascertain whether the parties had really claimed before or 
not. 

3232. Mr. 'Newdegate.'] Am I to understand you that a portion of these were 
votes for which qualifications had been purchased ? — No doubt of it, by money 
given by the parties who procured the deeds. 

3233* Through the assistance of the Anti-Ooru Law League ? —Yes ; no doubt 
of that ; facilities were afforded by public advertisement. 

3234. Sir/. Walsh!] Have you a return of the number of claims that were 
established? — I have a return; but I have not it here. The last revision of 
Middlesex has been published day by day in the newspapers, and this result 
has been stated, which I have not heard contradicted, that we have a total 
majority in favour of freetraders of 1,520; the course that 1 adopted was to 
object to all new claims that I could not ascertain were favourable to us, and I 
believe the other side did the same; then it might be taken in this way: our 
objections were 1,944, we sustained 1,119 ; the opposite party’s objections were 
751, they sustained 316; so that I imagined the greater portion of the 925 were 
retained on the register; the register is reduced thisyear from 13,679 to 13,400, 
there is a reduction of 279 ; the change in the present register from the last con- 
tested election of 1837, 1 think, is nearly one-half; what I mean is, there is a 
change on the face of the register of nearly 7,000 votes. 

3235. Mr. Barclay.] How do you mean a change ? — The parties have gone off 
the register, and new parties have come on. 

3236. It has increased or decreased since 1837? — It has increased about 400 
or 500; the first year of the register was 6,900 ; in the years 1836, 1837 and 
1838, the Conservative party were exceedingly brisk and attentive to the regis* 
ter, and they increased it 4,000. 

3237. Mr. Newdegate.] Since that, your attention to the register has produced 
a great difference ? — I think it has produced a balance in our favour ; generally 
there has been a change of from 2,000 to 4,000 a year in the register, parties 
dying and so on ; there are a great number of persons who claim as copyholders, 
and occupying tenements In Kensington there are a large portion, and in other 
districts like that ; and at Hammersmith there are claims by 50/. occupiers, ana 
they leave their houses, and the votes go ; that is one cause. 

3233. I think you have been actively engaged on the part of the Anti-Corn 
Law League for the last five years, have you not ? — No. , 

3239. Since what period? — In the year 1844 I was assisted by funds to the 
amount of 50/., which I applied for to so on with the revision. , , , 

3240. I thought 
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3240. I thought you had been connected with the Anti-Com Law League 
previous to 1845? — No, I do not think I was; not in the position lam nowin; 
not as a paid agent. 

3241 . At the same time you were connected with the Anti-Corn Law League ? 
— in what way am I to understand “connected?” the principles of free trade 
I always advocated. 

3242. You were acting in connexion with them ? — I do not think I began to 
take any part either pro or con, until my application for funds in 1844, to 
enable me to carry on the revision of Middlesex ; I do not think much before 
that time the Anti-Corn Law League saw the great importance of attending to 
the registration, with the view of carrying their measure ; I believe I have writ- 
ten often to them pressing the subject on their attention, as being one by which 
they were likely to succeed, 

3243. In short, previous to that you were in correspondence with them, 
although not engaged as an agent ? — I think it is very probable ; I might have 
corresponded with them. 

3244. Mr. Barclay.\ I just wish to ask you this: you stated on your last 
examination that you purchased a freehold property at Brighton, and qualified 
18 persons to vote, the property of a Mr. Manfield ? — Yes. 

3245. You were not able to state at the time whether you yourself received 
any money from any one of these persons, or whether Mr. Saul received the 
whole ; can you state to the Committee now, whether you received any r — Upon 
referring to my book I see the name of Wedgwood ; 1 know that I received the 
money from seeing an entry in that book, with the initials of Mr. Saul to it, to 
whom I paid the money. 

3246. Is that with reference to East Sussex ? — Yes. 

3247. Be good enough to look through the list of names ? — [^4 list is shown to 
the Witness.'\ 

3248. Be good enough to read those names, and state whether those were the 
parties who were enfranchised in East Sussex ? — [The Witness read the names, as 
foUowsI ; — “ Thomas Ridgway, of London ; Robert Perfect, of Brighton ; Leopold 
Smart, of Brighton ; Richard Cobden, Esq., m, p. ; George Jennings, of Dover ; 
Peter Harnett Jennings, of Dover; Alfred Joseph Larkins, of Whitechapel; 
George Frederick Larkins, of 'Whitechapel; John Buckbarrow, of Stepney; 
Robert Hucktwaithe, of Regent’s-park ; Frederick Mowatt, of Devonshire-place, 
Loudon ; William Baker M'Andrew, of Philpot-lane ; Edward Kynnersley, of 
Bermondsey ; William Wingfield, of Old Ford-row ; Abraham Harrison, of 
Hampstead ; William Strode, of Mile End-road ; John Temple, of Old-street.” 
I believe those are the parties. 

3249. Do you remember whether yon were paid by cheque, or whether you 
were paid by money? — Some paid by cheques and some by cash. 

3250. Mr. C. Wood.l Have you any suggestions to offer as to county registra- 
tion generally ? — I wish to make one suggestion, the object of which is to show 
that it is not necessary for a distant voter at all times to come to the court to 
prove his qualification ; I think the notion generally is, that if a gentleman is 
objected to on the registry, it is absolutely necessary for him personally to come. 
eiUier by himself or his agent. A practice of this nature has been adopted to 
a considerable extent in Middlesex ; declarations taken under the statute, 
axe sworn before a magistrate, and taken upon this presumption, that the 
revising barrister, if the party was present, would swear him and be satisfied 
with his answer, and he would, therefore, take this declaration for as much 
as is stated therein ; if the declaration could be impugned, oi course the 
declaration went over. 

3251. Chairman.'] What is the declaration you mean? — Tt is a declaration 
ander the statute by which an affirmation can be taken instead of an oath. 

3252. A declaration before a magistrate as to the right to vote ?■ — Yes; and 
the truth of that allegation is sworn before a magistrate, so that if any thing 
improper is stated the party may be indicted for perjury ; it is sent by post to 
the agent who is attending the revision court ; that is produced in court, and the 
revising barrister takes that as proof of the qualification ; all these parties were 
objected to at the last revision, and were retained on the register. 

3253* Mr. Barclay^] With regard to that, does it not rest entirely with the 
revising barrister whether he will take that declaration or not ; there is no 
compulsory clause in the Act of Parliament compelling the revising barrister 
hi take it ?— Certainly not ; but I have always found the revising barristers have 

0.41. Y 2 leant 
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Mr. ir. H. James, leant as far as they could to the voter, both in enfranchising him and protecting 
- — him from vexatious objections. 

30 April 1846. 3254. Chairmjm.] There can be no security to a man, after signing this, that 

his vote may not be struck out in his absence? — In all cases in Middlesex 
■where I have attended and produced this declaration and the affidavit, if it 
stated all that was necessary, it was taken as a primd facie case that the partj' 
-was entitled. 

3255. Were you compelled to prove your authority to act as agent in each 
case for the voter r— The authority is at the foot of it. 

325(1. hlr.Jkf. Gibsoni] Youmentiouedjustnow that the Marquis of Abercorn’s 
seiwantswere upon the register as being qualified by certain rent-chavges?- 
< There are names on the register of rent-charges granted on the Marquis of 
Abercorn's property, and I am given to understand that some of them are his 
upper servants and grooms, and so on ; Mr. Froggatt, the solicitor, has annually 
attended when they have been objected to, and produced the deeds; the claims 
have been permitted to stand; 1 have never been able to displace them; I 
think, if they ate objected to another year, that, after the decision of the Com- 
mon Pleas, they will go off upon that ground, that they never will be able to 
show that they are any thing more than parchment votes. 

3257. Are those deeds registered ?— I believe they are not; it is not neces- 
sary ; that is one great, evil ; and I am really throwing out this suggestion with a 
view of showing the Committee that an improvement might he made ; all the 
estates in Middlesex require to be registered ; I might make a vast quantity of 
rent-charges that would bear upon the face of them genuineness ; they would 
have the stamp and the signature ; I might produce them in court, and if the 
barrister thought they were right they would pass ; it is not absolutely necessary 
for the purpose of the vote to register it in the county of .Middlesex ; I think 
that where a rent-charge is permitted in Middlesex, it should also be registered 
the same as any other deed ; then it would show it was not a collusion , theie it 
would for ever remain as a charge upon the estate- 

32,58. It is necessary, as I understand, to secure a rent-charge that it should 
be registered, not with reference to the vote, but every bond, jide rent-charge, ia 
order to make it a security, must be registered ? — That is the law \ the object 
in registering a rent-charge is this: if I were to purchase a quantity oi rent- 
charges, I should, first see what was the value of the property; if I toot that 
without having the deeds registered, the man might go to another man and 
grant some more rent-charges, and he might grant them ad ivjinilum if he cou 
get persons foolish enough to part with their money ; but before I made a pur- 
chase of a rent-charge in Middlesex, I should go to the court and examine w a 
rent-charges were on the estate, and the first rent-charge I found ^here wou 
have the priority ; if a man conveys to another a rent-charge, and 
register it, his deed may be superseded by any that are subsequently gran e , 

J do not mean to say the deed would be inoperative against the grantor, u 
should not be bound, unless it was registered, to take notice of it as a new 

M. Gibson.} Who is Mr. Froggatt, who produced these deeds!— 
An attorney, who has always appeared on behalf of the Marquis of . 

3260. You have had experience of the registration system 

and since the last Act ; is it your opinion that the present .^ct has laci i a 
the getting rid of improper votes in consequence of having given the 
serving notice by the post? — No doubt; it could not be better illustra e 
by this : under the Reform Act, you were bound to serve the notice at e p 
of abode described in the list; I could not go to St. Wnlp»- 

not go to Havre in France, to Dresden, to the Mauritius, to New Sou » 

I hold in my hand slips taken from the present register showing the piac 

3261. Those were the places of abode the parties gave.^ Those are tli 

places of abode on the present register. ^ kj ^ -Aa South 

3262. Some were travelling abroad? — Yes; ^ 

Australia, Van Diemen’s Land, Guernsey, Her Majesty’s Navy, ^ d ’ 
Queen’s Farm, St. Heliers, Jersey. ^ where ia 

3263. Can you mention any instances in the county of Middlesex 
order to get rid of improper votes, considerable expenses have been incu 
serving the notice ? — Y es, I recollect one case where I expended a large 
money, it was in the parish of Acton; there were 12 clergymen claime 
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interest of 40 ^. a year, arising out of freehold land ; we had then to serve them 
at their place of abode as described in the list ; many of them were at Bath 
some were at a peater distance, others had described themselves as at Brighton’ 
and' we found it exceedingly difficult to bring these gentlemen into court, but 
they were brought into court, and after investigating their claim, all they could 
prove was that a person had left by will, to 12 godly persons, 40 ^. a year to 
preach two sermons ; it was quite clear they did not receive that as issumo- out 
of freehold land, but that it was for a service performed; they were conseqimntly 
expunged ; next year the Conservative Club put them on again, and it cost us 
20 /. or 30 /., and perhaps more money, to object to these gentlemen again ; they 
came on another year and a third year, and one of them is now upon the register; 
there have been many instances of that sort. 

3264. That was before the Registration Act?— That was before the Reg-istra- 
tion of Voters Act ; it created this expense, that we were obliged to go to the 
place of abode described in the list; now the post service obviates that; I cannot 
disguise that parties have tried as much as possible to keep their votes on the re- 
gister by giving as vague an address as they possibly could; the addresses of 
Mpritius, Bath and Bristol were given for the purpose of preventing the parties 
being objected to ; now we have post service is the reason these innumerable ob- 
jections have been supported, and really I think it wiil act beneficially ; we shall 
have a register that will materially save expense and time at elections ; we shall be 
able to find the parties. 

3265. Mr. C. Wood.'] Is it not a great convenience, at the time of elections, 
to have the register in proper order ?— Exactly so; that was the ostensible 
meaning and object of the Legislature in framing the Act. Another improve- 
ment I would suggest would be, that no man should be permitted to remain on 
the register for more than one qualification, seeing that, under the Reform Act, 
it might be necessary for a gentleman to claim in one of two places ; he might 
sell one, and then he would retain the other, because a third question was put 
to him at the poll, *' Are you the person described as A. B. ? have you the property 
which was originally inserted?” Now there are only two questions ; there can be 
no object in having more than one qualification ; there are some persons who are 
nine times upon the register. 

3266. Chav'man.] You think it desirable to prevent either party from being 
vexed by frivolous objections, the success of which would cause their non- 
appearance upon the register? — Yes; hut I think the amount of the vexation is 
rather thought too much of in counties, seeing that the city and borough elector 
has annually to attend to his vote, and must not only see to his vote, but must 
pay the money, or he cannot be on ; the county voter is very materially pro- 
tected; certainly, it would be desirable that the claim should be given as specific 
as possible, at the same time we must see that people are not deterred from 
claiming ; see how it was during the Reform Act, the parties had to pay a shilling 
when they claimed; I believe the Conservative Club paid 20/. or 30 /. ayear 
m shillings, because the parties neglected to pay it themselves ; if they ai’e 
to be subject to any costs if they make a bad claim, rather than risk their 
money, timid men would be afraid to put their baud to paper; at present these 
claims may be sent in without a farthing cost, and the objector is already kept 
under ; it may be sent to the overseer without even paying the post ; the overseer 
would be bound to receive it, and bound to insert it on the list, under a penalty ; 
hut I could not object to you under I must pay 6c/. before I could object, 
and that is some little protection. 



George Wilson^ Esq., called in ; and Examined. 

3267. Mr. Milner Gibson.] ARE you the chairman of the Anti-Corn Law 
■League? — Yes, I am. 

3268. Is the League a Manchester association ? — Certainly not; the League, 

conceive, is a national association, having members in all parts of the coun- 
try, having subscribers in every town of any importance, and having agents 
throughout the whole of the kingdom ; and I think I may take it for granted 
hat in every town of any importance, the League has probably as great a 
number of members in direct communication with it, as any of the usual regis- 
ration associations have in connexion with that locality. 

3269. Is it a portion of the business of the Anti-Corn Law League to attend 
0 the registration of voters for counties ? — It has been for some years past ; 

°-4^- Y 4 in 
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in fact, it is notorious to have been so, for we have announced it at all our pub- 
He meetings, we have stated it openly through the Press, pd by means of 
communicating with our correspondents ; and I believe it will be founr] that 
one of the chief items of expense connected with the League, as rendered to the 
subscribers, bas been in registration. Our chief difficulty, I may go on to state, 
perhaps, in the respective counties which we have interfered with, has been 
rather in the selection of the counties than any difficulty which we might 
experience as to the invitation of our friends ; 1 believe we have interfered in 
no county in which we have not had direct and pressing conamunications on 
the part of our members ; and we certainly have refused to interfere in many, 
where we were pressed to do so. 

3270. That is, invitation from the subscribers to the League connected with 
these localities ? — From subscribers to the League who reside in those counties. 

3271 . In what condition have you found county registration ? — Most imper- 
fect ; the moment we made our inquiries, we found parties were on the registers 
who’had been dead or disqualified for many years ; many were on who had no 
title to the property for which they appeared to be placed upon the register, 



before them some specimens of each of the classes I have mentioned ; the 
moment any one gives the slightest attention to registration, he must perceive 
that the only disqualification which took place, unless a society, or some other 
parties purify the register, it must become just as uncertain and as incorrect a 
representation of the parties who have a right to vote for that county as an old 
directory for I.<ondon, which was published three or four years before, of the 
state of the inhabitants. The first county we interfered with was North Lan- 
cashire; the proper parties to take notice of disqualifications are the overseers; 
in 1843* the overseers of North Lancashire struck out, upon objection, 690 names 
out of a register of 10,507, that is nearly seven per cent. ; I do not know 
whether it is worth while to give the sentiments of tlie voters thus struck out ; 
it appears of those struck out, 230 were free-traders, and 460 protectionists; 
I believe it will be found the number struck out by them were pretty nearly in 
proportion to the actual number of free-traders and protectionists upon the 
register, although it appears here that they struck out more protectionists than 
free-traders, yet upon the register I believe the proportion was pretty nearly in 
the same ratio. 

3272. It was a fair per centage upon the register ? — Yes ; in that year tliey 

struck out 690. Now nobody would say the overseers made vexatious objec- 
tions; the general complaint is, that they do not make sufficient inquiries ; nor 
can they make inquiries into disqualifications of voters who are non-resident. 
In 1844 there were still 10,500 names upon the register, other names having 
been added in the interval by new claims and re-claims ; and in that year, 1844 , 
the overseers having purged the register in 1843, they struck off 644 votes, 
which is rather more than six per cent. Now this six per cent, of bad votes 
which was expunged by the overseers, in all probability had accumulated dunng 
the past year within their own knowledge. The register, I should observe, v^as 
increasing during the whole time. In 1845, upon the register 10,712, the 
overseers expunged again the 417 names ; so that in three years there had wen 
expunged from that register by the overseers alone, irrespective of party objec 
tions, 1,751 votes. Now that, I think, the Committee will find is an average 
of six per cent, of disqualifications ; all disinterested parties making the objec- 
tions in the course of each year. I believe I shall be able to prove ^ , 



Committee that the total amount of disqualifications is very nearly double 1 

.. _i _/»ii i. Ji-,1 -ii* -• 1 .: jT* 1 ..u ...f nrft UDOU to® 



and of the voters died off, in proportion to the length of time they are 
register, you would have a new constituency every 10 years; that is, 1 
were renewed in the direct order of time ; if the oldest who had been on 
years died in the 10 years, or before the tenth year, you would have a 
gister every 10 years. The disqualification also takes place in this way- ; 

remove from one county to another. . i 

3273. Chairman."] You do not mean to say you would find an actual _ 0 y ^ 
men, but the number of changes would be equivalent to the number regis _ 
— I say if they went off in due order ; if, for instance, the oldest upon the 
went off when his time had expired, you would have an entirely new 



tuency every 10 years, for you have a change of 10 per cent, every 



Mr. 
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3274. Mr. C. Wood.\ You mean, if there were 10,000 voters in 1830, there 

would be 10,000 changes before 1840 ? — Yes. ’ 

3275. Chairman.'] Not that the whole body had disappeared ?— No ; I wish to 30 April 1846. 
guard myself against that by saying, a number equivalent to the number upon 

the register. 

3276. Mr. Milner Gibson.] I understand you adduce the number of overseers’ 
objections merely as one instance of the extent of change ? — Yes, that in the 
course of 10 years a number equivalent to the entire register has been added to 
or withdrawn from the register; in this case I have merely taken the overseers’ 
objections ; I have also got the party objections, but I will postpone them until 
I get further into the case ; I said a great number were taken from the lists who 
had died or been disqualified for many years, and some were struck off wlm had 
no qualification, and never had any. When we first made our inquiries into the 
registrations, we found that parties were upon the registers who had no qualifica- 
tion, and who had been dead or disqualified many years. I will give the Com- 
mittee one or two specimens of each : the South Lancashire register has been well 
attended to, or well attacked by both parties for several years ; it has been a sort 
of battle-field ; and I dare say we have each expended as much powder and 
shot upon it ^ has ever been expended upon a county ; vet, in South Lancashire, 
notwithstanding the attention which has been paid to tte register, I find in one 
township, that of North Meols, which is an agricultural district near Southport, 
there are at present upon the registers of 1845 and 1846, 548 names registered 
for properties in that township, there being actually only 425 electors; so that 
there are 123 names entered twice upon the register, the same parties for the 
same residences and the same property ; a double entry in all those cases. Now, 
it may be asked, why have not the overseers expunged those names ? It is not 
because vou cannot rely upon the overseers in all instances ; for here both 
parties who are watching the registration have actually been unsuccessful in 
expunging these names, and their names are upon the paper which I hold in 
my hand. 

[The Witness read the same, as follows .■] 

Voters on the Register as residing in North Meols, South Lancashire. 



24.716. \ 

23.717. ' 

22,72g."l 

22,730./ 

22,740.1 

22,750./ 

22 , 751 . 1 . 

22,764./ 

25,76s./| 

22,768.) 
22.772. f 
22,776./ 

22.790. / 

22,780./ 

22.791. / 

22.844, ) 

22.845. ' 
22.865.' 
22,867. 

»2,874./| 

=2.879./| 

22,896. 

^,897.]] 
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Dandy, Henry - 
Dandy, Henry 

Gilbert, Tliotnas - 
Gilbert, Thomas • 

Greatbatch, George 

Greatbatcli, Rev. Geoi^e 

Halt’ey, John 
Halfey, John 

Hampson, William 
Hamp?on, William 

Hesketh, Rev. Charles - 
Hesketh, Rev. Charles - 
Hodge, Richard - 
Hot^e, Richard - 

Hooton, Thomas 
Hooton, Tliomas - 

Lawson, Csesar - 
Lawson, Ccesar - 
Lloyd, Geoi^e 
Lloyd, George 

Marshall, Robert - 
Marshall, Robert - 

Morris, Thomas - 

Morris, Thomas - 



RESIDENCE. 



Trap lane, North Meols freehold house 
Trap-lane, North Meols freehold houses - 



Southport • - • 

Tenant’s-cottage, South- 
port. 

Southport - 

Lord-street, Southport 

Southport - 
Southport, North Meols 

Southport • - - 

Southport, North Meols 

Row-lane, North Meols 
Eeo!ory,Row-fane,NoitliMeolsj 
Lord-street, Southport - 
Southport, North Meols 

Cburchtown, North Meols 
Churchtown, North Meols 

Southport - 
Back Lord-st.,NorthMeol8l 
Hawes-side, North Meol; 
Hawes-side, North Meols 

Birkdale - 
Birkdale ... 

Southport, North Meols 

Southport - - - 



leasehold house and land 
leasehold house and land 

freehold school-house for 
lives. 

freehold school-house and 
building. 

occupier of house - 
occupier of house - 

houses for 70 years 
leasehold houses for 70 
years. 

freehold house and land 
freehold house and land 
freehold houses - 
freehold house 

freehold houses - 
freehold houses - 

leasehold housefor75yearsj 
leasehold house - 
freehold house for lives 
freehold houses - 

leasehold houses . 
leasehold houses for 99 
years- 

freehold house 
freehold house 



DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY. 



Trap lane. 

Trap lane ; self and others occu- 
piers. 

tenants, self occupier. 

tenant’s cottage, Southport; self 
occupier. 

W. Independent chapel. 

W. Independent chapel, East 
Bank-street, Southport. 

Bold Arms. 

Bold Arms, Lord-street, South- 
port, North Meols. 

Nevill-street ; self and others. 

NevilUstreet, Southport, North 
Meols ; self and others. 

Rectory, North Meols. 

Rectory, Row-lane, North Meols. 

King 's-buildings; John Helton. 

No. 7, King’s-buildings, South- 
port. 

Churchtown. 

Churchtown ; self and others oc- 
cupiers. 

Southport ; self occupier. 

Back Lord-street; self occupier. 

Hawes-side. 

Hawes-side ; self and another oc- 
cupier. 

London-road, Southport. 

London-road, Southport, North 
Meols. 

BrunswickVilla, Southport, North 
Meols ; myself occupier. 

Brunswick Villa. 



Tor 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




G. Wilson, Esq. 



30 April i8i)6. 



,78 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 

For example, 22,780, “ Thomas Horton ” is the name of the voter ; his residence is 
“ Chiirchtown North MeoU;” nature of qualification, “ freehold houses;” descrip- 
tion ofuropertv, “Churchtown.” The next number, 22,701, is “Thomas Horton;” 
residence “ Churchtown;” nature of qualification, “fyeeholcl houses; description 
of nroperty “self and others occupiers.” That is an improvement in the 
description that obtains throughout this district. Out of 548 names, 123 are 
entered twice, those parties having improved the description ot the qualification 
reclaimed, and no one having objected to them, they have received a nen- 
qualification, and not struck out the old one, 

30,7 Mr iVerfevate.l Yon do not wish the Committee to understand that al 

these freehold properties for which these persons are qualified are the same free- 
hold property ?— Yes. they are precisely the same. 

7-7S Mr C W<lod^ Do you not apprehend that most of these cases, if not 
ali; arose from' new claims being made for the purpose of amending the 
description! — I do believe so. 

02-0 And in these cases the old claims remain on as well as the amended 
ones*-Yes, I think you will find it is so in all cases; this is an uncommon 
Zmirerforone district; hut it shows that registers naturaly become impure 
for” ant ot proper attention on the part of some party or other. This shows, 
that unless the parties are objected to by somebody beyond t ie over- 
seL yon are sure to have an imperfect register m a very short time. In 
North Lancashire as well as in many other counties, many parties of un- 
doubted wealth were on the register ; parties of the highest respectability, who 
werrgeneially considered to have votes, but were found upon inquiiy notto 
have votes. Among the rest was the present Member for North Lancashire, 
Mr TMbot Clifton, who, with his brothers, was upon the register for proper ty 
described as “freehold houses and land at Saltcoat Estham, m this parish, 
S lsthe description, and he was struck off m 1845 having »o benefici 1 
interest. That is one case of a gentleman of undoubted wealth and lespert- 
abmty who was upon the register, \nd yet had no vote and 
its beina inquired into. Then his brothers, Thomas Henrv Clifton, and Uiarles 
Hemy Clift™, sons of Thomas Clifton, esq., of Tytiiam-haU. claimed ^ 
anuufty of 300/. per annum, and it was proved they had no beneficial interea, 
aZthey were Struck off in 1844. Here are three cases m this conn y ; I 
a numbL of others, but I give these specimens of parties 
the register, or being upon the register, who have no beneficial mteiest whatever 

” adsrMr^C. BerWey.] Connected with that, I wish to ask you whether that 
annuity arose from land ? — I cannot say. i. . t dW 

3281 . You cannot say whether it was a rent-charge or not ?--I caajio > 

know the steward appeared in court for Mr. Clifton and the brothers, and was 
unable to substantiaie the claim. ^ , 

3282. Upon the ground that they had no beneficial interest . 
was after Mr. Talbot Clifton was objected to ; I believe the ye“^“ 

tion was withdrawn, and this year he was objected and struck off 0 g 
that he had no beneficial interest ; I give that as an illustration , g ^ 

Committee a great number of others ; a great many parties | 
right to vote, when they had not the least claim to one ; I ha P 
of parties who were upon the register in South Lancashire, ha g 
interest in the property for which they qualified ; I will S ^ , 

Cheshire; at the revision for North Cheshire last year, we 0 j Due list, 

many parties, some of undoubted wealth. We objected especia y ^ 
and upon that list there were the names of 15 or 16 parties, cla S j; 
of freehold rent-charge out of the property of the George Inn, a 
George Cornwall Legh, esq,, was the owner. I will read two or . . Pan- 
show they ate persons of property i Thoinas Blackburne, pjopeity, 

cashire; nature of qualification, freehold rent-charge; P.mni;,„Ireliiiid 

George Inn, Knutsford; George Cornwall Legh, esq., owner. Kjutsford; 

Blackburne, Prestwich, Lancashire, freehold rent-charp, ® ^ ’ pj struck 

George Cornwall Legh, Esq., owner. We objected to these gen tfie Comtek 

them off. They then asked the barrister for a case to go oeioi 
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Common Pleas, and this is the case which he granted : — “ Upon the case comino- 
on to be heard, tlie said pai*ties appeared by their agent, who, on behalf of the 
said Thomas Blackburne, produced an indenture, dated the 80 th January 1845, 
made between the said George Cornwall Legh, of the one part, and the said 
Thomas Blackburne, of the other part ; whereby, after reciting that the heredita- 
ments and premises in the schedule thereunder written (being the hereditaments 
and premises in the fourth column above written, described or referred to), stood 
limited to the use of such person or persons for such estate and estates, interest 
and interests, byway of annuity, rent-charge or otherwise, and in such parts, 
shares and proportions, and upon such trusts and for such ends, intents anci 
puiposes, and charged and chargeable in such manner, and either absolutely or 
conditionally, and subject to such power of revocation and new appointment, 
and other powers, provisoes, limitations, declarations and agreements as the said 
George Cornwall Legh should at any time or times, by any deed or writing, 
with or without power of revocation duly executed, direct or appoint ; and 
that the said George Cornwall Legh had agreed to grant to the said 
Thomas Blackburne a perpetual rent-charge of 40 5., to be issuing out of the 
said premises, and for that purpose was desirous of exercising in manner 
and to the extent thereinafter mentioned, the said power or authonty so vested 
in him : It is witnessed that the said George Cornwall Legh, in pursuance of 
such desire, and in exercise of the power thereinbefore contained, appointed 
and granted unto and to the use of the said Thomas Blackburne, and his heirs 
and assigns for ever, one annual sum or yearly rent-charge of 40s. of lawful 
money ot Great Britain, free from ail deductions and abatements whatsoever, 
to be charged and chargeable upon and yearly issuing and payable out of all 
and singular the said hereditaments and premises mentioned and comprised in 
the said schedule thereunder written, and out of their rights, members and 
appurtenances, and to be paid in the common dining-hall of the Inner Temple, 
London, yearly, on the 30th day of January in every year, the first yearly 
payment to be made on the 30th day of January then next ensuing, with a 
power of distress and entry in case the said rent should be in arrear; and the 
said agent, on behalf of the said 14 other parties objected to, produced 14 
other indentures, each of which was made between the said George Cornwall 
Legh of the one part, and one of the said 14 parties of the other part, which 
indentures, witli the exception of the names of the respective grantees, were 
in all respects similar to the hereinbefore-recited indenture, the said George 
Cornwall Legh by the said indentures granting a yearly rent-charge of 40s. 
issuing out of the said hereditaments and premises to each of the said parties 
thereto of the second part, and their respective heirs and assigns, payable at the 
time and in the manner in the firstly-recited indenture mentioned ; the said 
George Cornwall Legh is one of the Members of Parliament for the northern 
division of the county of Chester ; the said Richard Cornwall Legh is a brother 
of the grantor; and the said Bridges Taylor, Wilbraham Taylor and Edward 
Herbert Taylor, are brothers of the grantor’s wife ; the said Thomas Blackburne, 
William Ireland Blackburne and Edward Bootle Wilbraham are related to the 
said grantor, and the said George Henry Egerton is connected with him by 
marriage ; the said Robert Couper Black is incumbent of the grantor’s domestic 
chapel at High Legh, and the said James Hampson is land steward to the 
grantor ; there was not any consideration given for any of the said rent-charges, 
and the object of the said grantor was by such grants to entitle the several 
grantees to be registered as voters for the northern division of Cheshire ; the 
hereditaments and premises charged with the payment of the said several rents 
are freehold, and of sufficient value to produce the annual amount of the said 
rents. 

“ It was objected, fimt, that the said rent-charges being incorporeal heredita- 
ments, the several grantees could not be in possession except by receipt of them ; 
that, inasmuch as the first payment of the said rents w'ould not be due until the 
30tli of January 1846, the several grantees would not, until that period, be 
entitled to receive the whole or any part of the said rents, and that, therefore, 
under the statute of the 2 d Will. 4, c. 45, a. 26, the said several parties objected 
to were not then entitled to be registered as freeholders. 

^•41. 2 2 “ Secondly, 



G-. Wilson. Esjj. 
30 April 1846. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




G. Wilsofi, Esij. 



30 April 1846. 



180 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 



“ Secondly, that the said several grants were void under the statute of the 

7th and Sth Will. 3 , c. 25 , s. 7 . 

“ Thirdly, that the said grants were void as a fraud upon the franchise, and 
as being contrary to public policy. 

“ My decision upon the whole case was, that the names of the said parties be 
evDuneed from the said list of voters; my decision upon the first point of law 
in oucstion was, that the said several parties were not entitled to be registered 
in resoect of their estate or interest in the hereditaments and premises so charged 
with the said several rents as aforesaid, because they had not been m the actual 
receint of the said rents for six calendar months previous to the last day of July 
in the present year. I did not decide either the second or third points of law la 

riuestion Common Fleas should be of opinion that the decision on 

the first point was wrong, then the names of the said partms objected to are to 
be restorL to the said list, unless the court should be of opinion that I have 
power to submit for its judgment the second and third pomts of law m qnestion; 
f°i have such power, aid thecourt should be of opm.ou that the decision of the 
fir t ooint was wrong, then the second and third points are hereby respectfully 
siitted to the court; aud if the court should be of opinion that the said 
seveml grants were not void for any of the reasons specified in the second imd 
Sird obfections, then also the names of the said parties are to be restored to the 
said list ; otherwise, this appeal is to be dismissed. 

Mr Milner Giison.-] What was the decision upon that case ?-It did 
nofo-o before the Court of Common Pleas ; our agent, Mr Hudson, of btoek- 
poit, “signed the case, and he offered to defend it ; but the other party refused to 

^ uv8a In consequence the votes were struck off? -Yes; they asked for a case, 

and this is the case that was given by the barrister after the votes were expunged; 
so that it is not my statement, hut the barrister s. ^ , 

0285 Are there any other instances you wisli^ to pve of the state “ 
thp^reeisters are''— I will give you names of parties ot undoubted respectability 
lo Tere climants, who manufactured votes; I gave before the names of 
narties of undoubted respectability who were upon the register having no quali- 
Si?n ; and I see that Obtains in all the registers in the country without y 
exception. Then there were numerous parties who claimed wit lout having any 
qualification ; take as a sample North Stafford ; there is the parish of Wolstan , 
there were 38 voters upon the list as freeholders m that parish, who, upon hem 
questioned in the barrister’s court, admitted they had no title to the propo^y. 
nor had it ever been conveyed to them ; so that there were 38 in one P®-^ , 

tod no title whatever hi the property; I believe 

settled upon the land, and had never acquired a title. This property 

Mow, Mo^wCap, and Golden Hill; and these 38 parties had been upon 

ter for years, and they were proved in the revision court never to have h 
slightest title to a vote. , 

m 86 . m. Newdegate.-] That was for want of a legal conveyance ot the pr 

peSy ?-They had nt title to the property ; I can give the names of the partes 
if the Committee wish it. 

32S7. Chairman.] When you say they had no title to the property, y 
they had no legal title ? - Yes ; they could produce nothing in court. 10 B 

another sample from another register, East Gloucester ; there is ' ® 

who is now upon the register, whose name vvas originally ‘ jj„, 195, 

changed his name in 1839 and he was last year upon the i„jy 

for East Gloucester; it musf have been within the cogn»za“ce ° ^ 

that he had changed his name to Sotheron, yet he was upon the r g 
Thomas Henry Bucknall Estcourt six years after he had changed his ■ 
3288. Mr. a Bei-heku.] What was his description of P™P“\, . j can 

got it here ; I mention that, to show the gross “^^rs were; I 

live many instances to show the miserable state in which the „y 

will give one instance as showing the case of a distant votei .1 
hand the answer to a letter from a lady who wrote to us m tepy Ltog. Welsh- 
we sent to her husband, assuming him to be alive, Ins residence B 
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pool ; he appeared upon the register for North Lancashire, and she says in 
answer : 

Sir, Glansevern, Welshpool, 17 October 1845. 

In answer to your note, I beg leave to inform you, that my husband, Mr. Owen of Glan- 
severn, has been dead eight years ; the Lancashire property is mine, consequently the vote is 
iost. I request you will do me the favour to take the name from the register, and you will 
oblige, 

Sir, your obedient servant, 

To R. Ascroft, Esq. Anne Warhurton Owen. 

So that, notwithstanding that was on theNorth Lancashire register, where the 
overseers paid greater attention than at any other place, that gentleman being a 
distant voter, remained upon the register eight years after his death ; I could 
give a number of others, but these are an illustration of the state in which the 
registers were at that time ; I wrote to our agent for South Cheshire, to send me 
a few names of parties in that county who were upon the register in consequence 
of a failure of some of the notices that were served, and who still remain, 
having no qualifications, and his answer I hold in my hand. 

National Anti-Corn Law League, Mancliester, 

Dear Sir, 2 April 1846. 

I WRITE hastily to save post; in South Cheshire there are ten districts ; of these I have 
examined six, and find the new register contains the names of 36 persons who died previous 
to our making objections last year. It contains also 40 who had sold the freeholds for 
which they stand registered previous to August last year, and 53 registered as 60/. tenants, 
who had left their farms previous to August last, and 114 registered as freeholders who had 
changed their residences. In addition to these, the new register contains a great many 
duplicates which require expunging ; bankrupts who have lost their freeholds, persons quali- 
fying for ren^charges, without mentioning name of owner of property, and several registered 
for freeholds below 40s. yearly value, and some who never possessed freeholds, and some 
whose property qualifies tliem for the city of Chester, and, therefore, incapable of conferring 
county qualification. As Mr. Faulkner, the attorney, examined to^ay, resides in Chester, 
he may give evidence having particular refei'ence to that district ; I, therefore, send it as 
distinguished from the rest. I may also add, that the new register contjuns a considerable 
number of names of persons against whom we succeeded in establishing objections 
and proving their disqualification, but the barrister refused to expunge their names unless 
Goodwin, who signed and established the objections, paid the costs previously incurred by 
Hickton. 

You will bear in mind that the figures above refer only to six districts out of the ten 
included in the division. 

If 1 had bad time to examine the whole of the districts, I should have found Ihe 
number of pereons dead before August last, and their names on the new register pro- 
portionately increased. 

I am, dear Sir, 

Yours faithfully. 

Geo. Wilson, Esq., Henry Lyons. 

Fleet-street, London. 

Mr. John Pickup, on the register of voters for the borough of Rochdale, has been 
objected to every year since the passing of the Reform Bill ; there has been no change, no 
cause for objection; this may be relied on; Mr. Bright knows him. 

That sliows it is not merely in one county but in every county, with very 
few exceptions ; and in South Cheshire, where our notices failed in consequence 
of an informality or irregularity, the consequence is that there is the number I 
have given of parties upon the register having no qualification. 

3289. Chairman.] Those are allegations which the party objecting thought he 
could sustain ? — Yes ; which he urged ; in all these cases our agent has gone 
personally over the ground, and one man has travelled the whole of South 
Cheshire through, and gives us statements from his own inquiries. 

3290. Were those inquiries made subsequent to the notice? — No; previous 
to sending out the notices, with a view to the purification of the register, it is 
easy to show how impurities arise at once ; some parties are upon the register a 
great many times in one county ; if a party change his residence, if he appears 
and makes a fresh claim, unless the old one is expunged, his name appears 
twice upon the register ; then at once the registers become impure from that 
cause ; 1 find Mr. Neeld, the Member for Chippenham, is registered 16 times 
for I^rth Wiltshire, every qualification being a good one ; but suppose 

0.41. 2 3 Mr. 
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Mr. Neeld die, and some one else come into tlie property, and parties omit to 
object, or except in a particular locality in which he vesicles, to strike him off, 
you have him on 15 times; and you have other parties claiming for the property 
which qualified him 15 times; so that the register becomes impure from 

these causes. . . „ 

3291. Mr. Newde^ate.^ Owing to the absence ot some provision lor removiag 

duplicate entries?— Yes. . 1 ^ , 

^2U2. Chamnan:\ Or dead voters ?— Yes ; then in North Stafford, there is 
another case; Mr. Ralph Sneyd, of Keele Hall, is upon the register 12 times; 
and of course if he died, you would have the same alteration to make in his 



3203, Unless the revising barrister inquire as to dead men? — I think the 
difficulty would be that the information must be obtained from sources which 
the overseers cannot getat; these properties arc, in all probability, in 12 different 
townships or parishes: by comparing the whole, we obtain the knowledge at 
once ; but the overseers individually have in general no knowledge of anything 

beyond their own townships. , . ^ 

3294. The overseers are generally competent to give an account ot deaths:— 

If they happen in their own township or parish. ^ 

3295. Mr. C. Wood:] The overseers of any township or parish may not be 
aware of the death of a person residing elsewhere, and therefore may be unable 
to expunge him from the register? -Yes; he may reside away, and still have 
all his qualifications and not be objected to. I have a number of other instances, 
all illustrating the mode in which the registers become impure. Ihere are a 
number of parties who are upon the register for East Gloucester, three, six, 
seven, eight, and, in one instance, nine times, having nine different quabh- 

cations. „ , , . ,i 

3206. Mr. Berkeley.] Have you the name of the party who is upon the 
register nine times ’—Yes ; his name is John Surmau Cox, High-street Chelten- 
ham; and here arc the different qualifications for which lie appears. The Dean 
of Gloucester is on three times ; here are the qualifications, the residence given, 

and where the property is situate. . , , 

3297. Chairman.'] Is that party on nine times for the same polling district! 

— TJo, for the same division ot the county. ^ n .i. 

3208. In different polling districts? — Yes; that shows how naturally the 
registers may become impure without the slightest fault or blame being attributed 

3209^'*}*'. Hodgson Hinder] Do you consider it an impurity in the register 
that a party is entered several times, each entry being in a different polling 
district ?— If he be entered several times upon the register, although u he to 
a different polling district, I think, in the event of his death, or the event 
of his residence being changed, it will be impossible for any parties, except 
some large body having cognizance of the whole county, to made objection 
which could expunge the name. . i 

3300. Do you not consider it is a fair advantage, that a party, who has pr^ 
perty in different parts of a division, should be able to suit his 
the moment, bv polling at one district or another ’—-Yes, that is the 1 '^*' > 
only giving tfiese as instances of the mode in which the registers beco 

"”33™’. Chairman] You consider the entry of duplicate votes as an 
— An entry in the manner of which I have spoken, I think in all c 
duplicate entries the party should be asked to make his election , 

intends to poll ; and having made his election, the other nunibers s 
omitted from his name in the list, as they are done in cases where c 
made to poll in different districts. ^ . ■vJno-offtlie 

3302. When you state that registers become impure for want ot striKiug 

double votes of parties having property in various parte of a county, j 

what you consider impurity, not what the law considers impurity . . 

meant' certainly was this : that in the event of a party dying, and otii p 
claiming for that property, no provision being made to expunge t 
already in eight or nine times of those parties who are qualitiea so j 
registers naturally become impure. . « 

3303. Then you look upon the danger of impurity ot a registe^ Yes; if 
facility with which the names of dead men remain upon the register 
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a person die who is upon the register once, and is not objected to, that is ail 
impurity ; but what must be the extent of the impurity when a man has nine or 
twelve qualifications, and dies, nobody objecting to it ? 

3304. Then the number of duplicate votes upon the register increases the evil 
of not expunging dead votes ? — Yes. 

3305. Mr. Milntr Oihson.'\ There is another thing which I also allude to, 
considerable impurity and imperfection in the register, viz., the complicated 
nature of the qualification ; have you any information upon that point ? — I have ; 
and I confess the information I nave obtained has surprised me as much as 
I dare say it will surprise the Committee ; I find that parties can be upon the 
register for a simple freehold qualification in 576 different ways, and might all 
of them have good and fair qualifications ; I have here a list of the methods by 
which parties may qualify ; and I am pursuaded a claim sent in for any one of 
these qualifications is as good a qualification as the title to the estate of any 
nobleman in the country. 

3306. Will you put in that paper? — Certainly. 

[The Witness delivered in the sameP\ 

VARIOUS COUNTY QUALIFICATIONS, and NATURE OF 
QUALIFICATION. 



FREEHOLDS RELATING TO LAND. 

Ho. 

1. Freehold land. 

2. Moiety of freehold land. 

3. Share in freehold land. 

4. Freehold land, in right of wife. 

6. Share of freehold land, in right of wife. 

6. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold land. 

7. Share of a rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold land. 

8. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold land, in right of wife. 

8. Share of a rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold land, in right of wife. 

10. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold land. 

11. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold land, in right of wife. 

12. Share of a rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold land. 

13. Share of a rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold land, in right of wife. 

14. Fee-farm rent, issuing out of freehold land. 

16. Fee-farm rent, issuing out of freehold land, hi right of wife. 

16. Redeemed land-tax. 

17. Redeemed laud-tax, in right of wife. 

18. Freehold ground-rent charged upon. 

19. Share of freehold ground-rent charged upon. 

20. Freehold ground-rent, in right of wife. 

21. Share of freehold ground-rent, in right of wife. 

22. Freehold com-tithes. 

23. Freehold com-tithes, in right of wife. 

24. Share of freehold corn-titlies. 

26. Share of freehold com-tithes, in right of wife. 

26. Great tithes. 

27. Great tithes, in right of wife. 

28. Share of great tithes. 

29. Share of great tithes, in right of wife. 

30. Small tithes. 

31. Small tithes, in right of wife. 

32. Share of small tithes. 

33. Share of small tithes, in right of wife. 

34. Mortgagee in possesion. 

35. Mortgagee in possession of great titlies. 

36. Mort^gee in possession of small tithes. 

37. Trustee in actual receipt of rents and profits, with beneficial interest. 

38. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of great tithes. 

39. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of great tithes, in right of wife. 

40. Shave of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of great tithes. 

41. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of great tithes, in right of wife. 

42. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of snoall tithes. 

48. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of small tithes, in right of wife. 

44. Share of rent-charge for life,.issuir^ out of small tithes. 

46. Share of a rent-chargii for life, issuing out of eroaU tithes, in right of wife. 

46, Office of schoolmaster, salary issuing out of freehold land. 

47. Freehold market-tolls. 

0.41. 2 4 48. Freehold 
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48. Freehold marhet-tolls, in right of wife. 

49. Shai’e of freehold market-tolls. 

80. Share of freehold market-tolls, in right of wife. 

51. Freehold stallage and pickage-tolls. 

52. Freeliold stallage and pickage-tolls, in right ot wite. 

53. Share in freehold stallage and pickage-tolls. 

54. Sliare in freehold stallage and pickage-tolls. 

55. Freehold toll-turns. 

56. Freehold toll-turns, in right of wife. 

67. Share of freehold toll-turns. 

58. Share of freehold toll-turns, m right of wile. 

59. Freehold toll-thorough. 

60. Freehold toll-thorough, in right ot wile. 

61. Share of freehold toll-thorough. , 

62. Share of freehold toll-thorough, m right of wiie. 

63. Freehold toll-traverse. 

64. Freehold toll-traverse, in right of wife. 

65. Share in freehold toll-traverse. _ 

66. Share in freehold toU-traverse, in right 01 wile. 

67. Freehold warren. 

68. Share of freehold warren. 

69. Freehold warren, in right of wife. 

70. Share of freehold warren, in right of wite. 

71. Freehold wood. 

72. Freehold wood, in right of wife. 

73. Share of freehold wood. 

74. Share of freehold wood, in right of wife. 



76. Freehold underwood. 

76. Freehold underwood, in right of wife. 

77. Share of freehold underwood. 

78. Share of freehold underwood, in right of wile. 

79. Life-interest in freehold land. 

80. Share of life-interest in freehold land. 

81. Life-interest in freehold land, in right of vvife. 

82. Share of life-interest in freehold land, in right of wife. 

83. Life-interest in a rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold land- 

84. Life-interest in a rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold land, “ ' S’ * “ ^ 

85. Share of a life-interest in a rent-charge iii fee, issuing out of ^ n 

86. Share of a life-interest in a rent-charge m fee. issuing out ot ticeliold laud, m ng 

87. Life-interest in fee-farm rent, issuing out of fteeliold land. 

88. Life-interest in fee-farm rent, issuing out of freehold land, m "ght otwite. 

89. Share ot life-interest in fee-farm rent, issuing out of freehold land. 

90. Share of life-interest in fee-farm rent, issuing out of freehold land, m right ot mte 

91. Life-intei'est in redeemed land-tax. _ 

92. Life-interest in redeemed land-tax, in right of wire. 

93. Share of a life-interest in redeemed land-tax.^ c c 

94. Share of a life-iutei*est in redeemed land-tax, in right of wite. 

95. Life-interest in freehold corn-tithes. 

96. Life-interest in freehold com-tithes, in right of wife. 

97. Share of life-interest in freehold corn-tithes. _ 

98. Share of life-interest in freehold corn-tithes, in nght of wite._ 

99. Life-iuterest in great tithes ; life-interest in great tithes, in right ot wile. 

100. Share of life-interest in great tithes. _ 

101. Share of life-interest in great tithes, in right of wife. 

102. Life-interest in small tithes. 

103. Life-interest in small tithes, in right of wife. 

104. Share of life-interest in small tithes. 

105. Share of life-interest in small tithes, in right of wife. 

106. Life-interest in vent-charge in fee, issuing out of |reat tithes. _ 

107. Life-interest in a vent-charge in fee, issuing out ot great tithes,in ngn 0 

108. Share of life-interest in rent-charge in fee, issuing out . rio-htof wife. 

109. Share of life-interest in a rent-charge in fee, issuing out of great tithes, in g 

110. Life-interest in a rent-charge in fee, issuing out of small tithes. _ . , , r 

111. Life-interest in a reut-cbai^e in fee, issuing out of small tithes, m right 0 

112. Share of life-interest in a rent-charge in fee, issuing out of small tithes. - 

113. Share of life-interest in a rent-charge in fee, issuing out ot small tithes, lu g, 

114. Life-interest in freehold market-tolls. 

115. Life-interest in freehold market-tolls, in right of wife. 

116. Share of life-interest in freehold market-tolls. _ 

117. Share of life-interest in fr-eehold market-tolls, in right of wife. 

118. Life-interest in freehold stallage and pickage-tolls. . . „ 

1 19. Life-interest in freehold stallage and pickage-tolls, in right of wire. 

120. Share of life-interest in freehold stallage and pickage-tolls. ^21. Share 
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121. Share of life-interest in fi-eehold stallage and pickage-toJJs, in right of wife. 

122. Life-interest in freehold tolls turn. 

123. Life-interest in freehold toils turn, in right of wife. 

124. Share of life-interest in freehold tolls turn. 

125. Share of life-interest in freehold tolls turn, in right of wife. 

126. Life-interest in freehold tolls thorough. 

127. Life-interest in freehold tolls thorough, in right of wife. 

128. Share of life-interest in freehold tolls thorough. 

129. Share of life-interest in freehold tolls thorough, in right of wife. 

130. Life-interest in tolls traverse. 

131. Life-interest in freehold tolls traverse, in right of wife. 

132. Shai’e of life-interest in freehold tolls traverse. 

133. Share of life-interest in freehold tolls traverse, in right of wife. 

134. Life-interest in freehold waiTen. 

136. Life-interest in fi’eehold wairen, in right of wife. 

136. Share of life-interest in freehold warren. 

137. Share of life-interest in freehold warren, in right of wife. 

138. Life-interest in freehold wood. 

139. Life interest in freehold wood, in right of wife. 

140. Share of life-interest in freehold wood. 

241. Share of life-interest in freehold wood, in right of wife. 

142. Life-interest in freehold underwood. 

143. Life-interest in freehold underwood, in right of wife. 

144. Share in life-interest in freehold underwood. 

145. Share in life-interest in freehold underwood, in right of wife. 

146. Freehold land for life, of the annual value of 40s., purchased prior to the 7th June 

1882. 

147. Share in freehold land for life, which share is of the annual value of 40s. per annum, 

purchased prior to the 7th June 1832. 

148. Freehold land of the annual value of 40s. for life, possessed by devise. 

149. Share of freehold land for life, of the annual value of 40s., possessed by devise. 

160. Freehold land for life of the annual value of 40s., but in my own occupation. 

151. Share of freehold land for life, of the annual value of 40s., but in my own occupation. 

FREEHOLDS UPON THE LAND. 

16U. Freehold house. 

182. Freehold house, in I’ight of wife. 

163. Share in freehold house. 

164. Share in freehold house, in right of wife. 

155. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold house. 

156. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold house, in right of wife. 

157. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold house. 

158. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold house, in right of wife. 

16.9. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold house. 

160. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold house, in right of wife. 

161. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold house. 

162. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of fi-eehold house, in right of wife. 

163. Freehold warehouse. 

164. Freehold warehouse, in right of wife. 

166. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold warehouse. 

166. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold warehouse, in right of wife. 

167. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold warehouse. 

168. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold warehouse, in right of wife. 

169. Rent-charge for life, issuing out 01 freehold wai-ehouse. 

170. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold warehouse, in right of wife. 

171. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold warehouse. 

172. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold warehouse, in right of wife. 

173. Shai'e in freehold warehouse. 

174. Share in freehold warehouse, in right of wife. 

175. Freehold coach-house and stable. 

176. Freehold coach-house and stable, in right of wife. 

177. Share in freehold coach-house and stable. 

178. Share in freehold coach-house and stable, in right of wife. 

179. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold coach-house and stable. 

180. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold coach-house and stable, in right of wife. 

1 81 . Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold coach-house and stable. 

182. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold coach-house and stable, in right 

of wife. 

183. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold coach-honse and stable. 

184. Rent-chai^e for life, issuing out of freehold coach-house and stable, in right of wife. 

185. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold coach-house and stable. 

186. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold coach-house and stable, in right 

of wife. 

187. Freehold chambers. 
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188. Freehold chambers, in right of wife. 

189. Share in freehold chambers. 

190. Share in freehold chambers, in rmht of wife. 

191. lUnt-chame in fee, issuing out of freehold chambers. 

192. Heht-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold chambers, m right of wife. 

193. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold chanobers. 

194. Share of vent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold chambers, m right of wife. 

195. Rent-chaige for life, issuing out of freehold chambers. 

196. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold chambers, m right of wife. 

197. Share ofrent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold chambers. 

198. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold chambers, m nght of wife. 

199. Freehold'mill. 

200. Freehold mill,in right of wife. 

201. Share in freehold mill. 

202. Share in freehold mill, in right of wfe. 

203. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold mill. _ . , « - 

204. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold mill, in nght of wife. 

206. Share ofrent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold mill. 

206. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold mill, m right of wife. 

207. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold mill. 

208. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold mill, in right of wife. 

209. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out offreehold mill. 

210. Shave of rent-chaige for life, issuing out of freehold mill, in nght 01 wife. 

211 . Freehold kiln. 

21 2. Freehold kiln, in right of wife. 

213. Share in freehold kiln. 

214. Share in freehold kiln, in right of wife. 

215. Rent-chaige in fee, issuing out of freehold kiln. 

216. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold kiln, in right of wife. 

217. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold kiln. c -e 

219. Share ofrent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold kiln, in right of wife. 

219. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold kiln. 

220. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold kiln, in right of wife. 

221. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold kiln. ^ c -n 

222. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold kiln, in right of wife. 

223. Freehold mine. 

224. Freehold mine, in right of wife. 

225. Share of freehold mine. 

226'. Share of freehold mine, in right of wife. 

227. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold mine. 

228. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold mine, in right of wife. 

229. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold mine. 

230. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold mine, in right of wife. 

231. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold mine. 

232. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold mine, in right of wife. 

233. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold mine. 

234. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold mine, in right of wife. 

235. Freehold forge. 

236. Freehold forge, in right of wife. 

237. Share in freehold forge. 

238. Share in freehold forge, in right of wife. 

239. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold forge. 

240. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold forge, in right of wife. 

241. 

242. 

243. 

244. 

246. 

246. 

247. 

248. 

249. 

250. 

251. 

252. 

253. 

254. 

256. 

256. 

257. 

258. 

259. 

260. 



Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out or freehold ioige. 

Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold forge, in right of wife. 
Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold forge. 

Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold forge, in right of wife. 

Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold forge. 

Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold forge, in right of wife. 
Freehold potteiy. 

Freehold pottery, in right of wife. 

Share in freehold potteiy. 

Share in freehold pottery, in right of wife. 

Rent-chaige in fee, issuing out of freehold pottery. 

Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold potteiy, in right of wife. 

Share of rent-cliarge in fee, issuing out of freehold pottery. 

Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold pottery, in right of wife. 
Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold pottery. 

Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold potteiy, in right of wife. 

Share of rent-chai^e for life, issuing out of freehold pottery. 

Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold pottery, in right of wife. 
Freehold hall. 

Freehold hall, in right of wile. 
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361. Share in freehold hall. G. Wilson, Esq. 

262. Share In freehold hall, in right of wife. 

263. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold hall. _ 30 Ajjnl 1846. 

264. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold hall, in right of wife. 

265. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold hall. 

266. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold hall, in right of wife. 

267. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold hall. 

268. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold hall, in right of wife. 

269. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold hall. 

270. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold hall, in right of wife. 

371. Freehold market. 

272. Freehold market, in right of wife. 

273. Share in fi-eehold market. 

274. Share in freehold market, in right of wife. 

275. Rent -charge in fee, issuing out of freehold market. 

276. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold market, in right of wife. 

277. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold market. 

278. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold market, in right of wife. 

279. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold market. 

280. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold market, in right of wife. 

281. Share of rent-charge for lile, issuii^ out of freehold market. 

282. Share of rent-chaige for life, issuing out of freehold market, in right of wife. 

283. Freehold fair. 

284. Freehold fair, in right of wife. 

285. Share in freehold fair. 

286. Share in freehold fair, in right of wife. 

287. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold fair. 

288. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold fair, in right of wife. 

289. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold feir. 

290. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold feir, in right of wife. 

291. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold fair. 

292. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold fair, in right of wife. 

293. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold fair. 

294. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold fair, in right of wife. 

295. Freehold school. 

296. Freehold school, in right of wife, 

297. Share in freehold school. 

298. Share in freehold school, in right of wife. 

299. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold school. 

300. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold school, in right of wife. 

301. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold school. 

302. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold school, in right of wife. 

303. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold school. 

304. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold school, in right of wife. 

305. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold school, 

306. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold school, in right of wife, 

307. Freehold cellar or vault. 

308. Freehold cellar or vault, in right of wife. 

309. Share in freehold cellar or vault. 

310. Share in freehold cellar or vault, in right of wife. 

811. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold cellar or vault. 

312. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold cellar or vault, in right of wife, 

313. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold cellar or vault, 

314. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold cellar or vault, in right of wife, 

315. Rent-charge for lire, issuing out of freehold cellar or vault. 

316. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold cellar or vault, in right of wife. 

317. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold cellar or vault. 

318. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freel^old cellar or vault, in right of wife, 

3)9. Freehold gas-works. 

320. Freehold gas-works, in right of wife. 

321. Share in freehold gaa-wuwss. 

322. Share in freehold gas-works, in right of wife. 

323. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold gas-works. 

324. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold ^s-works, in right of wife. 

326. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold gas-works. 

326. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold sas-works, in right of wifes 

327. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold gas-works. 

328. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold gas-works, in right of wife. 

329. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold gas-works., 

330. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold gas-works, in right of wife. 

331. Freehold theatre. , 

0.41. A A 2 • 
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333. Freehold theatre, in right of wife. 

333. Share in freehold theatre. 

334. Share in freehold theatre, in right of wife. 

333. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold theatre. 

336. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold theatre, in right of wife. 

337. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold theatre. _ 

338. Share of rent-chai^e in fee, issuing out of freehold theatre, in right of wife. 

339. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold theatre. 

340. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold theatre, in right of wife. 

341. Shai*e of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold theatre. 

342. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freelioid theatre, in right of wife. 

343. Freehold opera-box. 

344. Freehold opera-box, in right of wife. 

346. Share in freehold opera-box. 

346. Share in freelioid opera-box, in right of wife. 

347. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold opera-box. 

348. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold opera-box, in right of wife. 

349. Shoi'e of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold opera-box. _ 

350. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold opera-box, in right of wife. 

351. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold opera-box. 

3 52. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold opera-box, in right of wife. 

363. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold opera-box. _ 

354. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold opera-box, in right of wife* 

3o6. Freelioid bazaar. 

356. Freehold bazaar, in right of ivife. 

357. Share in freehold bazaar. 

358. Share in freehold bazaai*, in right of wife. 

359. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold bazaar. 

360. Rent-chai’ge in fee, issuing out of freehold bazaar, in right of wife. 

361. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold bazaar. _ 

362. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold bazaar, in right of wife. 

363. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold bazaar. _ 

364. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold bazaar, in right of wife. 

365. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold bazaar. 

366. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold bazaar, in right of wife. 

367. Freehold shed and other outbuildings. 

368. Freehold shed and other outbuildings, in right of wife. 

369. Share in freehold shed and other outbuildings. 

370. Share in freehold shed and other outbuildings, in right of wife, 

371. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold shed and other buildings. 

372. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold shed and otlrer buildings, in right of wife.- 

373. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold shed and other buildings. 

374. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold shed and other buildings, in right 

of wife. 

375. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold shed and other buildings. 

376. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold shed and other buildings,, in right 01 

wife. 

377. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold shed and other buildings. _ ^ 

378. Share of rent-chai^e for life, issuing out of freehold shed and other buildings, in ngnt 

of wife. 

379. Freehold factory, 

380. Freeholdffactory, in right of wife. 

381. Share in freehold factory. 

382 Share in freehold factory, in right of wife. 

383. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold fiictory. 

384. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold factory, iu right of wife. 

385. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold factory. 

386. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold factory, in right of wife. 

387. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold factory, 

388. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold factory, in right of wife. 

389. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold fectory. 

390. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold factory, in right of wife. 

391. Freehold exchange. 

392. Freehold exchange, in right of wife. 

393. Share in freehold exchange. 

394. Share in freehold exchange, in right of wife. 

395. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold exchange. 

396. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold exchange, in right of wife. 

397. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold exchange. 

398. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold exchange, in right of wife. 

399. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold exchange. P 
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400. Rent-cliarge for life, issxxing out of freehold exchange, in right of wife. 

401 . Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold exchange. 

402. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold exchange, in right of wife. 

406. Freehold quany. _ 

404 . Freehold quarry, in right of wife. 

406. Share in freehold quarry. 

406. Share in freehold quarry, in right of wife. 

407. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold quarry. 

408. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold quarry, in right of wife. 

409. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold quarry. 

410. Share of rent-cha^e in fee, issuing out of freehold quarry, in right of wife. 

411. Rent-chai’ge for life, issuing out of freehold quarry. 

412. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold quarry, in right of wife. 

413. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold quarry. 

414. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold quarry, in right of wife. 

415. Freehold colliery. 

416. Freehold colliery, in right of wife. 

417. Shave in freehold colliery. 

418. Share in freehold colliery, in right of wife. 

419. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold colliery. 

420. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold colliery, in right of wife. 

421. Shai-e of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold colliery. 

422. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of freehold colliery, in right of wife. 

423. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold colliery. 

424. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold colliery, in right of wife. 

425. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehoM colliery. 

426. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of freehold colliery, in right of wife 



Canals, &c. 

427. Share in freeliold canal. 

428. Share in freehold canal, in right of wife. 

429. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of a share in freehold canal. 

430. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of a share in freehold canal, in right of wife. 

431. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of a share in freehold canal. 

432. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of a share in freehold canal, in right of wife. 

433. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of a shave in freehold canal. 

434. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of a share in freehold canal, in right of wife., 

435. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of a share in freehold canal. 

438. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of a share in freehold canal, in right of wife. 

437. Share in freehold navigable river. 

438. Share in freehold navigable river, in right of wife. 

439. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of a share in freeliold navigable river. 

440. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of a share in freehold navigable river, in right of wife. 

441. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of a share in freehold navigable river. 

442. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of a share in freehold navigable river, in right 

of wife. 

443. Rent-chaige for life, issuing out of a share in freehold navigable river. 

444. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of a share in freehold navigable river, in right of wife. 

445. Share of rent-charge for lire, issuing out of a share in freehold navigable river. 

446. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of a share in freehold navigable river, in right 

of wife, 

447. Share in freehold bridge. 

448. Share in freehold bridge, in right of wife. 

449. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of a share in freehold bridge. 

450. Rent-charge in fee, issuing out of a share in freehold bridge, in right of wife. 

451. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of a share in freehold bridge. 

452. Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of a share in freehold bridge, in right of wife. 

453. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of a shave in freehold bridge. 

454. Rent-charge for life, issuing out of a share in freehold bridge, in right of wife. 

455. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of a share in freehold bridge. 

456. Share of rent-charge for life, issuing out of a share in freehold bridge, in right ol wife. 

457. Share in freehold fishery. 

freehold fishery, in right of wife. 

dfin in fee, issuing out of a share in freehold fishery. 

dfi? ' ’ll fee, issuing out of a share in freehold fishery, in right of wife. 

Afto ck rent-charge in fee, issuing out of a share in freehold fishery. _ 

Share of rent-charge in fee, issuing out of.a share in freehold fishery, in right of wife. 
AfiA tor life, issuing out of a shave in freehold fishery. 

. ^Qt-charge for life, issuing out of a share in freehold fishery, in right of wife. 
a.Jk It ® rent-charge for life, issuing out of a share in freehold fishery. _ 

5. bhare of rent-charge for life, issuing out of a share in freehold fishery, in right of wife. 
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Trustees ha.vino Beneficial Interest. 
iMortEagees in actual possession and life-interest in many of the foregoins qaalidca- 
(■ tions, also confer the right of voting. 

566.J ’ - 

5G7. Freehold churchyard. 

568. Freehold pulpit and pews. 

66». Incumbency of church. 

570. Incumbency of episcopal cliapel. 

671. Tithe rent-charge. 

572. Rectorial tithes. 

673. Vicarial tithes. 

675.' Oac?rfpkrUh-cIerk,emol^^ arising from freehold laird. 

576. Rent-cbarge in lieu of tithes. 



SUMMARY. 

Copyhold qualifications, descrihed in the same way as freehold - - - 

Leasehold qualifications - - - ■ 

Occupying tenants - 

Freeholds 

Total County Qualifications - - - - 



«07. Mr. m^Jegate.] You state that there is this great number of different 
descriptions of qualifications ; that great difference dep™ds upon the 
property, and is created principally, I conceive, by the different tenures upon 
whfch Lch properties are held?- Generally so; but for land alone, without 
any building being put upon it, simply as freehold land, you can have 

-It is not so much a question of title as of diversity of interest m the land 

arising from different sources. . « v t .v. •nroHOTPd to 

3309. You mean by “sources,” legal interests .—Yes; I am not p p 
say that you will find in any one single register every variety 
ficationshutinthe West Riding I find there are 44 

theregister for freeholds alone ; I dare say *ere are a great manymore, butt^^^^^ 
are the qualifications selected by the person deputed for that puipose , J 
freeholds for the churchyard, for the general for pews and chared , 

for the ineumhency of the church, for the incumbency of the «P'™pa chnp|, 
for tithe rent-charge, for rectoral tithes, for vicarial tithes, for lay tithe 
office of parish-clerk, emoluments arising from land 1“^ ‘hose votes a p^^ 
the register for the West Riding ; then you hhve freeholds for the t e , 
assembly-rooms, the philosophical hall, the schools, the public 

music halls ; then you have places of business, markets, and so , 
shows you have such a variety of different properties miP^tlon has 

3310. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Do you happen to know whether q 
been raised, whether railway shares confer a_ vote . ^ ^ jieU 

been claimed for in several instances, but 1 think they have no 

^ 3311, They have been held to be personalty ?— Yes ; I Se 

' answer to this statement, by saying you can have copyhold qualifi 
extent of 400 ; you can have occupying tenants to the extent 0 » 

altogether 1,276 qualifications, all of which are good. nf the 

3312-13. Mt. Newdegate.] You have alluded to the .r „„alifica- 

West Riding ; I wish to ask you whether, with such a complication J 
tions, the nature- and hona jides of the title of the voter are no • nec^* 
by parties acquainted with the locality ?— Yes ; we have x,.. Variety 

sarily, with the West Riding ; I only give this as an illustration ot ^ 

of qualifications, that being the largest register. Local validity of 

great variety of qualifications, are best able, I conceive, to test tn 
such various qualifications ; then, sir, I believe, local pa.rties are m • 
lified to inquire into the condition of the voters in their respec i hoods 
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hoods; but out of the county you must have some greater means of revising the 
register, even in the West Riding. 

3314. Mr. C. Wood.] In the case of the West Riding, you do obtain infor- 
mation from the local parties ? — Yes, in all cases. 

3315. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Have you any further information upon this par- 
ticular point, as to the complicated nature of the qualifications r — Not beyond 
wliat I have stated. 

3316. Chairman.] With what view do you put in that paper, showing various 
modes in which a qualification can be acquired ? — With the view of showing 
the great attention requisite to be paid to the register by any person wishing to 
purify it ; the difficulty he has to proceed through, from the variety of qualifi- 
cations, in order to ascertain the grounds for parties being upon the register. 

3317. Are these all different heads under which it is necessary for a person, if 
he wishes to give a correct description of his propertyupon the register, to enrol 
his description? — Yes; if his vote arises from the property, as here described, 
his description must be under one of these heads. 

3318. Then, you mean to say there are 576 different chances of being wrong? 
— There are 576 different means by which a man may be possessed of a qualifi- 
cation, and which would have to be described in this way. 

3319. Which must be described in that way, or it would be wrongly de- 
scribed ? — Yes; I think I should add, in reference to a former question, that in 
the cases I have mentioned, the annual disqualification which was taking place, I 
should be glad to give the Committee something like data for showing to what 
an amount it extends ; I believe the annual disqualification amounts, upon an 
average, to 1 0 per cent., as I said before ; but in counties where the register has 
been well attended to by both parties, it certainly has been found, in connexion 
with the objections made by the overseers, that 13 per cent, of the votes have 
been expunged. I take in this case South Lancashire, and I shall afterwards 
return again to North Lancashire, as showing that actually takes place. In 
South Lancashire the number put off the register last year by the overseers, by 
ourselves, and the other party, was actually 13 per cent, of the whole number ; 
that was after the severe scrutiny of the register in the year before ; and when 
we took it for granted the register was pretty nearly purified. I have no means 
of ascertaining the grounds of objection taken by that party to our votes, except 
such as we conjectured when they did not attend ; but I have endeavoured to 
form an opinion as to the grounds upon which these votes generally w'ere ex- 
punged by the overseers, by ourselves and our opponents, and I have found that 
of these expunged, 20 per cent, of the 3,339 was from deatli, three two-thirds per 
cent, from removals out of the county; four two-thirds per cent, had sold 
their property and were disqualified ; there was eight per cent, of spurious quali- 
fications, and ten and a quarter per cent, of insufficient qualifications, parties 
who were upon the register, but had not the requisite value of qualification ; and 
the others were struck off for various causes ; so that in a county under the 
hottest fire against each party, you have an annual disqualification amounting to- 
13 per cent., and there is one township, as I have shown before, in which there 
are 140 upon the register more than are actually qualified. 

3320. Chainnan.] Would you not expect a larger disqualification from change 
of residence in populous districts, like those of South Lancashire, than in less 
populous ones ? — 1 think it is likely to be so ; at the same time you have pretty 
nearly the same amount of change of property in all counties; in North Lan- 
cashire T have shown the number expunged by the overseers in three years 
was 1 , 751 ; in the same three years there were expunged upon party objections 
on both sides 1,217 ; that shows the state in which the register is alter the 
overseers have done all they can ; the whole of the votes expunged in this 
same county in three years amounted to 2,968 ; the per-centage of the party 
objections added to the per-centage of the overseers, viz. six per cent., will give 
four per cent, more ; so that the annual disqualification in this county may be 
taken at ten per cent 

3321. Mr. Newdegate^ I think the tendency of your evidence at present is 
^is, that there is a necessity for a more accurate system of registration? — 
Yes. 

. 3325. That w'e are, therefore, to presume tliat the present system of registra- 
tion leads to loose practices ?— Yes. 

0.41. A A 4 33 ‘ 23 - Chairman.] 
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3323. duiirman^ Unless veiy closely watched, and by some vigilant body ? 
—Yes ; and 1 think this conclusion also may be fairly drawn from it, that a 
great many charges made against the League with respect to registration may 
be defended upon the ground that the registers were so impure. 

3324. Mr. M. Gibson.'] Have you found that the Act of 1843 has afforded 
increased facilities for purifying the registers? —Very great facilities ; at the 
same time I think it has given great protection to the voter. Before that Act passed, 
any man giving the loosest description, for example, as being resident in Gloo- 
cester, and having property in ileansgate, Manchester, was sufficiently described. 

I saw’ last week'upon the South Stafford register for last year an entry, the 
residence being simply “ London.” Another important improvement is, making 
the post-office service proof of service of notice ; because where parties are 50 
vaguely described as that it was impossible for any one to find their residence, 
post-office service now is held to he proof of notice ; and if parties will give vague 
residences, the notice still reaches them, and they suffer the penalty if they do not 
attend in court. In addition to that it has protected the voter, by giving him 
costs not exceeding 20 s. in each case of frivolous objection, according to the 
discretion of the barrister. Before that Act I might have claimed to be upon 
every register in the kingdom, and if the name had been printed therein, I 
might have objected to every man upon the register with impunity, being only 
upon the register myself ; but now no man can appear to sustain objections 
without incurring the risk of paying costs according to the discretion of the 
barrister ; upon these grounds I think it a great benefit. 

3325. That was not the case under the law previous to 1843 ? — Certainly 

not. . . , , . 

3326. When did the League commence operations with respect to the regis- 

trations?— In 1843 ; we have during the last year attended to the county regis- 
tration by various agents, some through the Manchester office, which is a sort of 
central office. * 

3327. State the extent to which those operations have been carried on?— 
Yes ; through the Manchester office we profess to attend to the registration of 
eight counties, North Warwickshire, North Staffordshire, South Lancashire 
North Cheshire, South Cheshire, East Gloucester; we have done a little in 
Buckingham and Westmorland ; that was through the Manchester office ; then 
we have local agents who attend to the registration on our account in Cam- 
bridge, South Hants and East Somerset. The paper I hold in my hand shows 
the general result in those counties : — 



County Revision, 1845. — By Manchester Office. 



COUKTIES., 


Gross Number on 
Register. 


■2 

A 

0 


1 

f 

1 

£ 


Votes expunged. 


Per-ceniage of Objec- 


Descriptions amecdeiL 


Per-eeatage of Objec- 


Subject to Cases oa 
AppeoL 


Held by BaiTister to be 
Bad Objections. 


Ruled by Comtnon Pleas 
to be Good Objectious. 




Per-cetttage. 


Invalid Objections 


i 

t 

IS* 

0 


a 

6 

(! 


North Warwick - 


6,291 


6io 


9i 


106 


17 


279 1 


45 


201 


24 


. 201 


24 


3i 


gSi 


North Stafford - 


10,050 


2,013 


20 


1,001 


60 


739 


36! 


235 


38 


235 


38 


2 


98 


South Lancaster 


21.940 


2,896 


13 


1,722 


61 


419 


14 ' 


20 


735 


20 


735 


25 


75 


North Chester ■■ 


6,380 


1,167 


18 


509 


42 


409 


35 


6 


241 


- - 


241 


21 


79 


South Chester - 


7.940 


415 


5i 


246 


67 


99 




. . 


70 




70 


17 


83 


East Gloucester 


8,069 


9>9 


111 


413 


45 


243 


26| 


263 


- - 


170 


93 


loj 




Buckingham > 


5,884 


99S 


16 


377 


33 


388 


39 


8 


223 


145 


78 


8 


92 


Westmorland 


4,480 


306 


7 


51 




87 


28J 




168 


168 


- ■ 




lOO 



.Cousti: 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Libraiy Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE ON VOTES OF ELECTORS. 



County Revision, 1845 . — By Local Agents. 



i 

COUNTIES. ! 


Gron Number on 
Register. 


1 

I 


Per-centage of Register. 


Votes expunged. 


1 

0 

5 

ll 


Descriptions amended. 


4 

5 

f 
1 ^ 
II 


Subject to Cases on 
Appeal. 


s 

ll 

SB _g 
•^6 
ll 


ill 

li 

t-'S 

I 

i 3 


i 

X 

0 

1 


Per-centage. 


.1 

6 

CQ 


X 

0 

0 


Cambridge 


3.888 


95 




31 


33 


64 


i 


- - : 


- - 


. . 


. . ' 




100 


South Hants 


5.791 


80 


H 


. 36 


45 


44 


55 


- - 




. . 


- - 


- 


100 


East Somerset - 


9.655 


537 


5 i 


373 


69 


Cl 


7h 


- - 


123 


- ' 


123 


.3J 


?6i 



Through the London office we attended to the register in Middlesex, and also 
opened offices in North Lancashire and South Staffordshire ; those are the 
counties we have attended to ; then I may say we have attended by giving 
assistance generally, and by making inquiries as to non-resident voters and so 
on, to several other counties ; that is not necessarily a subject of inquiry here; 
this is the extent of the operations of the League, for which they are directly 
responsible. 

3328. Was not Leicestershire one? — Leicestershire has been done by Mr. 
Biggs and other gentlemen in Leicester, not by us. 

3329. Have you any objection to state generally the course which the League 
have pursued ? — Not the slightest; immediately we commenced attending to the 
register we sent our agents out into every county which we had undertaken to 
attend to ; they made inquiries, frequently from door to door, always of local 
parties, with respect to the political opinions of the parties upon the register to 
begin with ; it is quite clear we must have inquired in every county the actual 
sentiments of the parties, at least, before we were in a condition to make objec- 
tions ; and in doing that, what so easy as further to ascertain whether the parties 
were in possession of a qualification, whether alive or dead, or had left the dis- 
trict? After that, having obtained the information, it was transmitted to Man- 
chester to the central office, and there registered ; we then convened a meeting 
of the solicitors, who were to attend the revision courts for us in each of the 
districts, and settled the grounds upon which we would first reclaim for free 
traders who were loosely described upon the register, and also make 
objections to our opponents upon these grounds. I attended the meeting; 

I took the chair, and put a resolution to the vote, that we would re- 
claim for the free traders, and object to the protectionists, upon the grounds 
stated in the paper I hold in my hand. These are the grounds upon 
which the legal gentlemen who were assembled decided we should take objec- 
tions or make reclaims ; and I am prepared to say, that fi’om the Manchester 
office, to the best of my belief, there has not been a single objection made to any 
man except for a legal reason, the legal reasons stated in that paper. These 
legal gentlemen attended to the extent of nearly 30, and then in conference 
■with the rest of the council, besides myself, they settled the ground on which 
we should make or reclaim our objections : “ Resolved to reclaim for free 
traders, and object to monopolists in the following instances: Column, 1st, 
omission of Christian or surname ; omission of one of two Christian names, 
variance of spelling Christian or surname, except in the case of idem sonam : 
Column 2d, where the mere name of a town is given as the residence, such 
town being a Parliamentary borough, or having 7,000, inhabitants.” It was a fair 
subject of discussion, whether, in the case of a Parliamentary borough which 
iiiight contain a great number of inhabitants, a man was not bound to give 
more than the mere name of the town, as the description of his place of abode 5 
and in a town not being a Parliamentary borough, it was a fair question what 
the number of inhabitants was to be in relation to the Population returns, as the 
basis upon which we were to require a man to state his residence correctly ; we 
settled it, after much discussion, at 7,000 inhabitants. “Where the mere name 
ol a township is given (there being two of the same name), the nearest 
post town should be given, also the county in the case of distant 
voters. — 3(J. "Where the place of residence is an obscure village or township in 
another county.” Then the others are the more important : — Column 3. 

®‘4*. B B Qualifications 
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G. Wilson, Esq. Qualifications of doubtful import, as land-rental of 50 L, tithes, freehold-horses, 

— gee. Column 4 . Absence of numbers to numbered houses ; absence of owners’ 

3oA|iril 1846. aames in case of rent- charge or chief rent; tenant’s name, merely where 
streets. See. can be given, or the name of the property.— 4 th. Merely the town- 
ship, unless the voter claims as occupier.” — I may add that we took an opinion 
of Chief Justice Tindal upon that point, which decided that we might treat voters 
according to the description in the fourth column. — “ Generally, in every case 
varying from the requisite qualifications, such as set forth in the printed instruc- 
tions, deaths, removals, insufficient period of qualifications, conjoint tenancies 
under different landlords to make 50 Z. property; giving a borough vote to one 
of the parties in a firm ; agricultural partnership, where aggregate is insufficient; 
farms rated considerably under 50 t, say 38 I, if suspicions.”— Those are tlie 
oeneral grounds as settled and determined by the legal gentlemen. 

" 3330. You mean to say, if I understand you right, that for every objection 
taken, to the best of your belief, there was a legal reason ?— Every objection 
must have come under one of the grounds stated in that paper; of course they 
were immediately transmitted to the registration agent at the superior office, 
and his instructions were to conduct the register upon these grounds. I should 
follow that up by stating this : in making these objections wc knew there were 
a great many to whom we objected who probably had good votes, but their 
description upon the register was so vague and indefinite that we felt it to be 
desirable that they should be asked to comply with all the law required, and 
inipiove their description ; we set the best example we could in our own case 
by reclaiming for all the free traders whose descriptions were imperfect ; in the 
last year but one, in South Lancashire, I believe, our reclaims amounted to from 
2,000 to 2,000, all of wliicli were put on the register. 

3331. Chairman^ These were corrections of the register?— Yes. 

3332. And you thought yourselves entitled to compel the opposite party to 
con-ect the register also 1— Yes ; so loosely described were the properties in the 
fourth column in many cases, that we were obliged to object to them, to make 
them state in court where the property was, before we could find it out, after due 
and diligent inquiry. 

3333. Mr. M. Gibson. ~\ la order to lay a foundation for the inquiry whether 
they had a qualification 1 — Yes; after making due and diligent inquiry m the 
district where the parties professed to have property, and not being able to 
discover the property for which it was said they were qualified, we objected, m 
order to make them comply with what the law required, to give a fair description 
of the property, so that any man could find it. 

3334. Can you state the number of objections you took, and the result ot me 
different county revisions?- Yes; the paper I hold in my hand shows the result, 

[The Witness read the same, as follows :] 



County Revision, 1845. 
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3335* Chainnan.'] Were all the objections sustained upon proof of want of quali- 
fication ? — No, many of the votes were expunged from non-appearance. 

3336. Have you any record of the numbers disposed of after hearing, and those 
who did not attend ? — I can furnish the Committee with that in a day or two ; 

I believe the greater proportion of those struck off for non-attendance were cases 
where neither the men nor the property could be found ; I believe the greater 
proportion of those who were struck on for non-attendance had no vote. We 
amended, or caused to be amended, the description in many cases, for which I 
think we are entitled to some thanks from those desirous of purifying the register ; 
and, I believe, it will be found that the revising barrister's have frequently 
expressed themselves indebted to our agents for having assisted them in puri- 
fying the register. In the account? which are here given, we say the gross num- 
bers upon the register were 123,114, and I should say that is nearly one-third of 
the whole constituency of England. We made 13,325 objections, which were 
heard by the courts, being 10| per cent, upon the whole number of names upon 
the register. We expunged 7,050 out of the 13,326, that is 53 per cent, of the 
total objections. We had 3,9X6 descriptions amended, being 29i per cent. ; 
there were 509 objections, subject to cases on appeal ; 1,778 were held by the 
barrister to be bad; out of that number, 808 have been held by the Court of 
Common Pleas, upon a corresponding case, to be good objections ; so that we had 
11| per cent, of bad objections out of this entire number, giving 88 J per cent, 
of good objections. 

3337' Chairman.^ You held all those to be good that were affected by the 
appeal? — Yes, by tne decision of the case upon the point of notice. 

3338. How do you know that if they had been heard they would have held 
good ? — They were heard, and were held by the hamster to oe bad objections ; 
the appeal was upon that point. We only took one case as a sample ; in all the 
other cases we abandoned the appeals. The appeals, if prosecuted, in the whole 
of the cases, would have amounted to 808. We take advantage in this account 
of the decision of the Common Pleas, that the service of the notice was a good 
one. I think it is due to the League to say, that the greatest pi-oportion of bad 
objections is only ll|- per cent. With respect to what took place in each of 
these courts, as to the precise grounds upon which these appeals were made, the 
legal gentlemen who went the circuits can be called before the Committee to give 
their version of the story. 

3339. Mr. C. JVoodJ\ Will you be good enough to furnish the Committee with 
the number of objections that were disposed of in the presence of the parties or 
their agents, and those decided upon non-attendance ?— I will do so as far as I can. 

3340. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Referring to the evidence of Mr. John Wilson 
before this Committee, in answer to question 1685, “What was the number of 
objections?’’ he said, “They were in all about 2,000 in the division, and about 
200 in the Congleton district I wish to ask whether the fact was so ? — In 
South Cheshire we objected to 1,806, of which 154 were in the Congleton polling 
district. In addition to that, in South Cheshire we served objections upon the 
overseers to more than 100 free traders who were dead ; it being our general 
practice to furnish the overseers with the names of dead free traders, in order 
that they may expunge them ; none of those objections are included in the table 
I have put in. 

3341. Mr. C. Wood.] Those were not adverse objections ?— No. 

3342. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Referring to the evidence of Mr. William Jenkins, 
in answer to question 1 857, “ You stated you were fully acquainted with the regis- 
tration of electoi-s in the county of South Cheshire, just now ; do you know how 
many votes there are upon the register?” the answer is “ very nearly 9,000 
what is the number? - There were 7,940 upon the register last year, and there 
are 7,750 upon the register this year. 

3343. In answer to question 1883, “ You say there were 150 out of 1,000 
that were heard and struck off as bad ?” the same gentleman says, As near as I 
can calculate now I wish to ask whether it is the fact, that out of 1,000 objec- 
tions heard in South Cheshire, there were only 150 votes struck off as bad, 
and, as Mr. Jenkins states in answer to the next question that there were not 
more than 25 amended ? — In the first place, the objections heard were only 415 ; 
there were 1,391 other objections made, but in that case there was a failure of 
the notices, in consequence of the party’s signature being disputed, so that only 
415 objections were entertained by the .court, the others being abandoned. 

0.41. B B 2 Mdvtis, 
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Sir J. B. Walsh. 
Mr. Newdegate. 
Mr. C. Wood. 
Mr. C. Berkeley. 



Mr. Adderley. 

Mr. Milner Gibson, 
Mr. Wrighton. 

Mr. Walpole. 



VISCOUNT SANDON, in the Chair. 



George Wilson, Esq., further Examined. 

CJ344. Chairman.] HAVE you any corrections to offer as to your former ex- 
amination ’—There is a slight one in the East Gloucester district ; it is stated in 
the Table 1 gave in, that 263 objections were left, subject to a case of appeal ; I 
find the clerk, in compiling that statement, did that which any one might have 
done very easily, he connected together, the notices of failure through the post-office; 

I find, upon inquiry, that the failures were of two classes through the post-office 
services, one class in consequence of the notices being received beyond the date 
upon which the barrister gave us a case, and the other was in consequence of the 
notice itself, although received after the date, being posted beyond the posting 
hour, beyond the time allowed for posting upon the 24th ; it only obtains m this 
case, and therefore that could not be considered as posted on the 24th of August; 
upon that we got no case, and I claimed the advantage of it as being included m 
this case in the Court of Common Pleas, so that that trifling inaccuracy will run 
through the whole table. 

3345. That occurs in the case of East Gloucester only ?— In East Gloucester 

only. 

3346. Mr. C. Berkeley.] You stated you did not get a case ; did not the 
revising barrister grant a case ? — No, in that case he refused, and, perliapyiro* 
perly refused ; it was upon a different ground altogether; I believe Mr. Helps 
wrote to the post-master at Manchester, to ascertain whether the notices were 
posted beyond the date ; on inquiry into the case of one notice, the post- 
master said, I believe it may have been on the 24th, but after the 

hour for the reception of letters ; and there was a certain number, I think 
there were 133 of that class. Upon that class we got no case of appeal ; me 
barrister refused to entertain them, or to give any case of appeal. In all e 
other cases he gave us a case of appeal, which we carried on in that coun^ 
especially, and the case was taken before the Court of Common Pleas ® 

notices served in that county ; only the case taken did not include the 
posted behind the time. That is the only alteration 1 wish to make m e 
statement, except another which is a mere clerical error ; it is in the case 
South StaflPordshire. Plow it got there I have not the slightest know e g • 
You will find that the figures themselves do not affect any column excep 
one in which they are used. It appears by the Table that I gave in, la 
South Staffordshire we had subject to appeal 472 ; now the fact is, we have no ■ 
If you trace the column through, you will find that there are no cases taken 
reference to that before the Court of Common Pleas ; so that the 472 is a n 
her which has been put in there by accident. I talce it, if the go 

examine it, they will see that is not carried through into the other cow > 
that it is clearly a clerical error in inserting it. We had no cases ot app ‘ 
South Staffordshire ; the only alteration to be made in that Table woula 
deduction of the 472 from that column, it only affects that column. 

3347. Chairman.] You were going to furnish some additional 

to the whole number of objections that were taken ? — Yes, I am quite pr p 
to do that. , . 

3348. ‘Mr. Newdegate.] May I be permitted to ask whether the column w 
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has reference to objections includes only the objections taken by the League? g. Wilson, Esq. 
— Certainly. . 

3349 . Then I wish to ask whether a column headed “Votes expunged” in- ® 
eludes all the votes expunged, whether by the overseers or by the League ? — No, 
merely by the League. Upon a former occasion, with reference to South Cheshire, 

I stated that the overseers had expunged the names of a great many dead 
free-traders who were not included in that list, upon information we had given 
them. 

3350 . With reference to thefirst line, the column headed “ Votes expunged” 
contains the figures 106 as applying to North Warwickshire? — Yes. 

335 1 . Do you claim to have expunged 1 06 voters from the register of North 
Warwickshire by your objections, exclusive of those struck off by any other 
parties or by the overseers? — Certainly. 

3352 . Sir J. Walsh^ Will it be in your power to furnish a return of those 
which were decided upon in the absence of the voter ? — Yes ; I think that is one 
of the returns I was requested to furnish ; I have it here ; I may say in reference 
to this question, that on looking over the documents I found a great diffi- 
culty in ascertaining in any one county but this one, for the reason I will 
explain, whether the parties really attended or not were the memo- 
randum is that they were expunged. On looking over the briefs I 
find the solicitors generally have made a memorandum that the votes were 
struck off or allowed, or amended without any other note whatever ; at least in 
nine cases out of ten the omissions are so glaring that it would be unsafe to 
give any opinion upon them ; but I have fortunately one county from which I 
propose to make a selection, and upon which I am prepared to give the infor- 
mation ; it arises from this circumstance, that in that county, North Lancashire, 
our agent himself went round with the solicitor and retained the briefs in his 
own hands, and in most of these he made against each name the remarks appli- 
cable to the case. Now, I adduce, that although I believe in the other counties 
there would have beena more favourable report for usthan in this, for this reason, 
that in this the overseers objected to pretty nearly all the spurious voles within 
their knowledge, and objected more extensively than they did in all the other 
counties; I thinkfor these reasons the Committee w'ill see that it is not a selected 
county, or one likely to favour us. The advantages would rather be on the 
other side, because the overseers themselves had expunged six per cent, from the 
old register for some years in succession, and therefore exhibited their attention 
to the purification of the register itself. I am glad, therefore, this is the county 
which I adduce, because, although, perhaps, it will not be the most favourable to 
us, it will be a fair sample to put in ; and I should observe in putting in these 
Tables, that it would be quite possible for me not to put in much of the informa- 
tion I am putting in ; but I am anxious, now the Committee is appointed, that 
they should have the fullest information it is in the power of the League to lay 
before them ; I therefore will go to the case of North Lancashire. In North 
Lancashire we made 774 objections, and withdrew, out of that number, 131, for 
the following reasons ; viz. 

39, Because we ascertained that they paid sufficient rental, or had owned 
the property the specified time. 

29, Because we ascertained that the parties were not dead, or were pos- 
sessed of the qualification, 

27, Because the barrister decided that “Manchester,” “Liverpool, &c., 
were sufficient in the second column. 

9, Because the barrister altered the nature of the qualification from 
“ Leasehold ”to “ Freehold,” e.g. 

On old register, 

7066. Butcher, Richard, Great Marton, leasehold, White 

Hill. 



On new register, 

7034, Butcher, Richard, Great Marton, 
lands, White Hill. 

B B 3 



F, H., houses and 
25, Because 
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26, Because the barrister decided, in opposition to the judgment of the 
court above (vide “ Eckersley f. Barker, ) that the uarue of the occu* 
pying tenant was not required in the fourth column, e. g. 

On old register, 7089, Cardwell, Cuthbert, Bisphain Hawes, F.H., 
land, Great Marlon Moss. 

On new register, 7044, same all through. 

131 

In the two first cases we withdrew every objection before the court opened; 
in the three last as soon as the barrister had decided one of a class. 

"W^e expunged 582, of whom 480 did not attend , viz. 

92 dead. 

77 removed. 

260 were not qualified. 

51 had sold their property. 



480 



We expunged 101, who did attend, and 61 attended personally or otherwise, 
and supported their right to the franchise. 

Of the 61 who still remain on new register, 

4032. Blundell, Henry, resides two miles distance from his regis- 
tered place of abode, and was supported by the collecting 
overseer. 

7374. Knowles, Richard, removed from farm two years at present, 

and when objected to, the farm was occupied by 

7375. Knowles, James. 

8581. Owen William, dead eight years : vide vnies letter, proved 
for by the opposing solicitor. 

The descriptions of the undermentioned were amended in consequence of our 
objection, and form part of the 61 retained. 

On old register, ^ , 1 1 i t t 5 i j t 

4060. Garnett, William, Bleasdale Tower, freehold land, Bleasdale. 



On new register, „ , , , , , m j ^ 

4241. Garnett, William, Bleasdale Tower, freehold land, Bleasdale 

Tower, late high sheriff of the county. 

4061. Garnett, William James, Bleasdale, freehold land, Bleasdale. 

4242. Garnett, William James, Bleasdale, freehold land. Brooks 

Barns, a county magistrate, and son to the above. 

6650. Fourth column amended from “ in Wennington to “ Wen- 



nington Hall.’ 



4723. Garnett, Robert, jun., amended from “ Nether Wyersdale^^ 
in second column, to “ Wyerside,” and from “ Wyersdaie 
to “ Wyerside” in fourth column. _ 

Out of the objections taken in North Lancashire, as the Committee will see dy 
that Table, there were 643 votfes held proved and received by the court, out o 
which 163 persons attended the court for the purpose of substantiating me , 
votes. Now, out of these 163 who attended, 61 only substantiated their votes, 

leaving 102 struck off who were examined upon the merits, their cases being lea ■ 
3353. Mr. C. Wood.'] After hearing? — Yes, after hearing; thereiore, y 
may take it for granted that 61 out of those who chose to attend were all ou 
the 643 who were objected to, who succeeded in establishing their votes. j 
who were the 61 who did succeed in establishing their votes ? I propop 
with those in the first instance, because I think it will be found m nin 
out often that men who have votes are anxious to prove they have, ana 
think they have votes when the barrister decides they have not. biicn 

case in this instance. Among the 61 who substantiated their votes, ai 

still remain upon the register, I find the name of William Owen, ^ 

was brought before the Committee the last day, because 1 pat m ev 
letter from his wife, stating that he had been dead for eight , -giyed 

I should explain, was only received after the court closed. We_ a , 



still remain upon the register, I find the name of William Owen, 
was brought before the Committee the last day, because 1 pat m ev 
letter from his wife, stating that be had been dead for eight 
I should explain, was only received after the court closed. _ W ® 
information which we thought sufficient of the death of William Owe », .gjgj, 
the court ‘some one affirmed that William Owen, was not dead. ® 
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took that evidence in preference to outs, and the name of William Owen was 
retained upon the list. This is one of the 61 votes held to be good, and the 
name is on the register 9581, although his wife says he has been dead eight 
years, and he was proved for by the opposing solicitor. 

3354. Chairman?^ He was identified as No. 9581 ? — Yes; and he is on the 
register now. I have selected one or two cases from this class, as illustrating 
the point in question, and I will just give one or two more which appear in the 
paper I have put in. Of the 61 who still remain upon the register, there is 
No. 4032, Henry Blundell ; he resides two miles distance from his registered 
place of abode, and he was supported by the collector and the overseers. The 
overseers gave evidence in his favour; and he himself, not being present in 
court, the overseer’s evidence was received in his favour. No doubt it was 
good evidence ; I am not prepared to say anything to the contrary ; only his 
place of abode is two miles distance from the one described on the register. The 
next is “ 7574, Richard Knowles he has removed from the fann for which he 
has here qualified, for two years; and when he was objected to, the farm was 
occupied by “ 7375, John Knowles,” so that the farm was not in his occupation 
when he was objected to, and his vote was supported in court. Those are the 
illustrations of that class of 162 who really attended to substantiate their votes ; 

I think it will be found that 42 had their descriptions amended, showing the 
objections were good, although it did not go to invalidate their right to be upon 
the register ; and 19 were held by the barrister to be bad objections ; among 
those 19 being included the three names I have mentioned to the Committee. 
Now I think that is conclusive evidence, that even where the parties did attend 
the court, the most careful inquiry must have been made in order to enable us 
to strike out and expunge 102 from the register; and of those 162 who attended, 
we amended 42. 

3355- Mr. Ne;icdegait'\ Do you include in those 163 who attended, those 
who appeared by other parties, by agents? — Ido; there were some tliat were 
proved for by the overseers, and some cases in which either the party himself 
appeared, or some one on his behalf. 

3356. Chah'man.'] Cases gone into by the court ? — Yes, cases heard. 

3357. The rest of the 163 were not heard ? — The rest were not heard. I have 
now disposed of the 163, and I come to another Table. Tlie other Table is as 
to voters who were struck off for non-attendance. They were struck off really 
not for non-attendance, although nothing else appeared ; of these 92 were dead, 
,77 had removed, and 260 were not qualified. 

3358. Chairman^ We are to understand this to be your own statement of it? 
— Those are the notes that appear upon the briefs. 

3359. Mr. C. Wood.'] What you are now stating were the grounds of your 
objections? — They wei'e the grounds of our objections, and 1 think we were 
prepared to sustain them in most of the instances ; 260, we say, were never 
qualified at all ; that is a very different class from those who had lost their qua- 
lification ; they were in fact spurious, and I wish the Committee to bear this in 
view ; there were 51 who had sold their property, making a total of 480 ; alto- 
ther 643. That is the whole of North Lancashire. I am sorry I cannot give 
the same particulars in any other county, because I believe it would be much 
more favourable to us. 

3360. Mr. Newdegate.] I think you stated, with reference to North Lancashire, 
that you had supposed the system of the League had been reciprocated by a 
■wholesale system of resistance ? — I think it has been, chiefly in South Lancashire. 
In North Lancashire the contest, with the exception of last year, has not been 
so strenuously kept up on the other side as it was upon ours. 

3361 . But still I understand you that in lancashire the same system of whole- 
sale objections and claims has in some measure been adopted by your adver- 
saries r — I think you will find them in South Lancashire. 

33^2. Am I to understand that does not apply to -the whole county ? — 
I spoke of South Lancashire as being a county in which so much per cent, had 
been expunged by the overseers, or by ourselves, or by the other party ; and I 
explained the excess in that county arose from the circumstance of our having 
contested it inch hy inch. ... 

3363. Does that apply to the whole of Lancashire, though, perhaps, not to 

the northern part of it to the same extent? — I think it does, m a degree ; I am 
quite willing to admit that. .... 

3364. Chairman.] Have you put in all the evidence you are able to furnish 
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tlie Committee with as to the number of votes that are struck off in the absence of 

Mr! C. Wood.'] Six hundred and forty-three is the number struck off 

on objectionstakenby the Leaguer— That was the number entertained by the 

' CItairman.] Have you put in the number of notices served?— I have 
not • I find altogether that the notices, which were either withdrawn, or which 
failed in consequence of an irregularity on the part of the notice servers, 
or in some other way, notices, in fact, not received by the court, amounted to 

2 845- I will give the particulars of each county. 

0067 Are these the whole of the objections of the Leaguer— Yes, of which 
themerits were never discussed in court; there were 3,845, of which the greater 
nroBOrtion were in South Cheshire, 1,391, and in North Warwickshire 237 ; 
those are the notices signed by Staflord in the name of Worthington, which 
failed in South Lancashire, 420 ; in Middlesex, 150, and m North Staflord, 191; 
those are the hulk of the cases decided in the absence of the parties ; those are the 
notices which the Committee wished me to bring before them as to cases which 

never were entertained by the court; but which were withdrawn or fell to the 

ground upon the merits of the notices alone. , - , . 

1168 Sir J Walsh.] Was there not evidence of a large number ot objections 
being taken in Buckinghamshire ?— There were only 996 heard in Buckingham ; 
and I have got an account that there were only 37 failed; the others were with- 
drawn, or were not heard in court; I have got an account of 37, and I am 
disposed to think it correct. , . , , , , 

v 6 q Chcdrman] Your impression is, that that is the number that was enter- 
tained by the court?— I think so; probably the Honourable Member has in- 
cluded in those which he thinks failed, those that were refused to be enter- 
tained by the court, in consequence of their being too late. There were 223 in 
Buckingham, which is a great proportion of the number sent, held by the 
court to be too late, which had nothing to do with the merits of the vote. 
Assuming that the number withdrawn would be pretty nearly the same propor- 
tion of good objections and bad as those which are heard, I assume the 2,845, 
which failed from some circumstances or other, upon which the merits were 
never discussed, may be taken on the average to be pretty nearly the same, 
seeing they are pretty nearly of the same class as those which were entertained 
and discussed, because the discussion was merely upon the notices, and not 
upon the merits. Assuming tliese to be of the same class as the other, I tmd 
that we failed in establishing out of that number 409 ; that is, taking the per- 
centage of good and bad votes, as established in each county, and uodmg them 
up in gross, there are 409 of these 3,845, which would have been held to be 
bad, and 2,436 which would have been held to be good objections. 

cqvo. In the second calculation, what do yon take as the standard; those 
whiA were struck off in the absence of the parties ?— Yes ; this Table is made 



up upon the same plan. 



\The Witness read the same, as follows-] 



— 


Proportion of 
withdrsim 
ObjociioDs that 
crould bkvc 
failed. 


Proportion of 
withdrawn 
Objections that 
would have 
been sustained. 


Proportion of 
Appe^ Cases that 
vionld have 
iiuled. 


Proportion of 
Appeal Cases ^ 
would bars 

been sustMed. 


North Warwick - 


9 


228 


7 


104 


North Stafford - 


4 


187 


5 




North Lancaster . - - - 


4 


127 


— 




South Lancaster . - - - 


106 


816 


5 




North Chester - 


IS 


64 


. — 




South Chester ----- 




1,155 


— 




East Gloucester ' 


32 


83 


8 




Buckingham ----- 


3 


34 


18 




Westmorland ----- 


- - - 


30 


- - - 




Cambridge ----- 


- 


3 


— 


' 


South Hants ----- 


- - - 


20 


— 




Middlesex ------ 


1 


149 


— 




South Stafford ----- 


3 


20 


— 




Jlaat Somerset ----- 


6 


31 


— 


z. 


Total 


409 


2,436 


43 


703 



Assumihg 
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Assuming that the numbem withdrawn would liave been pretty nearly in the 
same proportion of good and bad as the cases heard, we should have expunged 
of those which failed on notices, 2,436 votes more. 

3371 . Then you hold that every name that is struck off in the absence of the 
party, is clearly as good an objection as if it had been heard and decided in 
your favour ? — I could scarcely say that ; in the only instances in which I could 
inquire in North Lancashire, there is reason to believe that those who staid 
away had lost their qualification, or never possessed any. 

3372. Mr. Adderla^.l Are you prepared to state that the objections which 
were withdrawn in North Staffordshire all afforded the same result? — I am 
disposed to think that the objections in North Staffordshire, being based on 
the same grounds as the objections were in all the other cases, would have 
afforded as large a number of votes expunged upon their merits as the other 
counties. 

3373. But you have no reason for saying sol — I can only speak to those cases 
which really came before the court. 

3374. Mr. C. Wood.l Do you think your agents in North Staffordshire were 
as trustworthy as those in North Lancashire?— Yes, I am quite sure of that ; I 
can give here, if necessary, specimens of persons w'ho are still on the register in 
South Clieshire, in consequence of the failure of our objections, who are either 
dead or have lost their qualifications. 

3375. Chaii'man,'\ Have you any objection to furnish the Committee with the 
same statement of the grounds of objection in other counties, as you have done 
in regard to North Lancashire ? — As I said before, I should have great pleasure 
in doing so : I have been down to Manchester, in order that I might be prepared 
to-day with information, but the briefe in all the other cases are so imperfect 
that they do not afford tlie slightest evidence of the ground why votes were 
expunged, whether from non-attendance or not. 

3376. In all cases, the parties acted under your instructions ? — Yes. 

3377. Of course there would be some papers on which the grounds of objec- 
tion would be stated?— Yes, I admit that. 

3378. I apprehend those papers are in existence 1 — I believe not. 

3379* If so* you would be able to refer to those cases, and ascertain the 
ground of objection, and whether they were heard or not heard ; to go through 
the same process with the other counties as you have done as regards 
North Lancashire? — We objected to parties, as I said before, not because 
we always doubted their qualification, but in order that they might comply with 
the requirements of the Act ; many parties who had good votes. 

3380. Mr. C. W()od'\ The grounds of objection you stated upon the last day 
of your examination were the same, or nearly so, in all the counties? — Yes. 

3381. Chairman.l Of course the persons who appeared in the registration 
court were there with a brief stating the grounds of the objections that were to 
be raised? — I think it would be only the same thing which you have got in the 
general table. 

3382. In the statement of what you consider good objections, do you include 
all that come under any one of those heads, which were received in the code of 
instructions by which your agents would be governed ? — Precisely, 

3383. An objection would be equally good, whether it laid to the amending 
of the description or expunging the name ? — Yes, decidedly. 

3384. Does each of your registration agents go into a court with a brief in his 
hand, with the names of those to vrhom he objects, and the grounds of objection? 
— Yes, the advocates do. 

3385* Does not your agent bring that back to head quarters? — No, it is not 
necessary, because we have another agent in court, who, with the printed register 
before him, runs through with his pen the names expunged, or adds the names 
where the descriptions are amended, so that the present register is really the only 
register we inquire into. 

338G. Would it not be necessary, for your information and guidance the fol- 
lowing year, to ascertain how far the grounds of objection raised against one voter 
or another have been substantiated? — Probably it would be desirable, but it 
would not affect our case, because in every township, in every county, whm'e we 
pretend to have touched the register, we have either a local agent residing, or 
W’e send a man to make a special inquiry from every voter ; that is done from 
year to year. The Committee will easily understand how we procure the infor- 
mation, if they will allow me to explain for one moment what first led to it; in 
0,41. C C distributing 
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G. Wilson, Esq. distributing electoral tracts to all the county and borough voters in the kingdom, 

-~r, ^ we were obliged to devise the most perfect means or system of reaching the voter 

5 May 1840. ^ messenger without loss of time on his part, or without excess of troirble ia 

travelling. We then threw every county in the kingdom into sections in the 
most be^tiful order imaginable, and the messengers took to every county voter 
a packet addressed to him. In that way we found every county voter in the 
kino-dom. We knew at once whether they had removed, or whether there had 
been any change generally in the property, which could be discovered from the 
delivery of the tracts. These were brought back and posted every night. The 
envelopes were torn from the packet of tracts and packed up together, and the 
packet was addressed again to other voters, so that in that way the accumulated 
envelopes really showed the parties who were not residing on the spot. Ever 
since then, before notice of objection is served, we have found it necessary to go 
over the entire counti*y again, for the purpose of procuring information for our 
own ao-ents. We do not think of referring to old briefs, when we can get much 
more complete evidence by personal application to the parties themselves on the 
spot. It is no advantage to us to object for the mere purpose of annoying 
a man. 

3387. Mr. Adderki/.] As to the number of votes expunged from the register 
of North Staffordshire; how many were expunged upon hearing?— I am not 
able to state. 

3388. Can you state the proportion?—! am sorry I cannot give the infor- 
mation. 

3389. Could you add a column to this tabular statement of the number 
expunged upon hearing ? — No, 1 could not ; 1 have not the materials. I do 
not know how far Mr. James may have it for Middlesex ; he is the only 
one of whom I have not made the inquiry; I was anxious to obtain the 
information, having a very strong opinion upon it, that parties rarely abstain 
from attending the court where they believe they have a vote. I know many 
parties are supposed to have votes, and for some reason, from embarrassment or 
some other cause, they are unwilling to appear in court to substantiate their 
votes. In. the only case we have, North Lancashire, which we have no 
reason to suppose is an exception, there the grounds upon which they were 
expunged were want of qualification or being dead. It would be very 
easy, if the Committee thought proper, to send down and inquire into any 
of these cases ; 1 pi’obably could suggest a mode by which you may approxi- 
mate in some degree to the number ; that is, by calling the advocates who 
attended each of the courts. I shall be very happy to furnish their natoes 
before the Committee concludes theiiTabours, and then you can have the opinion 
of these persons as to the grounds upon which the votes were expunged. 

3390. Mr. Newdegate.'] Supposing you were able to supply the Committee 
with the briefs upon which your advocates appeared, they would not have con- 
sidered themselves limited to the objections therein stated, when before the 
registration court? — Certainly not. 

3391. Should they have found other reasons for making obj ections, they 
would have immediately availed themselves of those reasons? — Certainly; 
although they make the objection on one ground, there may be a hundred other 
objections that may arise in cross-examination. What we have to show is, that 

we did make the objection, and that we had reason for making the objection, 

and then it might depend to a certain extent upon the reason I have given in 
the first instance, that the only ground put before our registration agents for 
making the objection was the tabular statement put in before this Committee. 

3392. Mr. C. Wood.l Can you inform the Committee the name of the agent 
who acted on behalf of the League at the North Stafford registration?— I 

so. . . 

3393. Mr. Adderlcy.'] Can you inform me, whether the heading of this Table, 
“ Ruled by the Common Pleas to be good Objections,” means, not that tlie 
Common Pleas decided the objections to be good, but merely that the irregula 
rity of the service was not good against the objection ? — I think there were some 
cases in which there were some held good, and some not held good ; but w 
abandoned them in all cases where the notice was late, except the East 

case which I have mentioned, the case of appeal ; we merely tried 

of that in the East Gloucester case. We have assumed, that if we had pe- 

severed in those cases of appeal, every one would have been expunged. 

3394 * Chairman.l You think the cases which were not heard would 
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been expunged — Yes ; we got the cases consolidated ; and if we had taken the 
cases in succession, the result would have been the same in all. 

339,5. The cases were not heard upon the merits ? -No ; some went off upon 
the notices, and some were heard. 

3396. The Court of Common Pleas did not decide upon the merits ? — No; but 
all the votes would have been expunged by the Court of Common Pleas in every 
case of appeal, irrespective of the consideration whether the parties attended and 
substantiated their votes, or whether they did not. When they are consolidated, 
the decision of one decides the whole. 

3397. Were they not all upon the ground that the notice was not a good one ? — 
Some were cases that had been heard ; the great majority, I am willing to 
admit, were those not heard upon the merits ; but if we had persevered, every 
one would have been expunged by the Court of Common Pleas, and an order 
would have gone down for their expulsion, from the register. 

3398. Mr. Adderley.l Are you not aware that in by far the largest item in this 
table, that is, those belonging to North Staffordshire, they were all ruled upon 
one simple objection, cases of non-attendance, upon the supposition that the 
notice was a bad one ? — I think you have got the advantage of their being 
upon the register at this present time, when they might have been struck off if 
we had persevered. 

3399. Mr. M. Gibsoni] In answer to questions from 1883 to 1888, Mr. 
Jenkins stated that 1,000 objections were heard, 150 were struck off as bad, 
25 were amended, and 40 were held to he frivolous and vexatious; i wish to 
ask you whether this statement is consistent with the facts of the case ? — My 
answer to that is this; the objections heard were 415, of which there were 
struck out 251, amended 99, failed 65 ; making 415. 

3400. With reference to question 190.5, put to Mr. Jenkins as to South 
Cheshire, “ Did they serve notices upon the dead men ?” the answer is, “ They 
directed them according to the register, without inquiry I wish to ask you 
why did you serve notice of objection upon the dead men ? — My answer is, 
simply tliat it was in order to purify the register ; we sent a notice that the 
post-master might mark “dead” upon the letter when it was returned through 
the Dead-letter Office. Having received information that the man was dead, 
we served a notice ; it was returned marked “ dead,” or “ cannot be found,” and 
that was considered corroborative proof, and w^ put in before the banister. 

3401 . With reference to North Stafford, Mr. C. B. Passman was examined, and 
he was asked by an Honourable Member as to the objections taken to distant 
voters, “ Was there any case of a distant voter upon the register who was not 
objected to r — I do not recollect any I wish to ask you whether it is true that 
you served objections on all the distant voters for North Stafford ? — No, nothing 
of the kind ; the number of distant voters altogether is 891, and of these we 
objected to 343. 

3402. Chairman^ By distant you mean those residing out of the county 1 — 
Yes. 

3403. Mr. Newdegate.'] I think it is specified in your instructions, that where 
the voter lives in a distant village that is not well known, you always object to 
him? — Yes, we do. 

3404. Mr. If. G ibmi.'] Now, with regard to North Warwickshire, the first wit- 
ness examined was Mr. George Whateley, and he stated in answer to ques- 
tion 4, that there were served in the parishes of Birmingham and Aston- 
juxta-Birmingham ; no less than 710 notices of objection, and that there were 
only 11 or 12 struck off; I wish to ask you to explain this? — The number of 
objections is correctly stated at 710, of which 82 were struck out, 182 were 
retained, subject to appeal for late notice, 214 were amended, 17 failed, 169 were 
quashed, the objector having signed by procuration, and 46 were withdrawn. 
I think the Committee will perceive that if by possibility it should arise, as I 
scarcely think it could, that the overseers and ourselves coincided in the objec- 
tions, the amendments were not at all events the overseers’ amendments. If the 
Committee wish to ascertain whether these were really expunged on the over- 
seers’ objections or ours, I am quite willing to give you the names, so that it 
may be a subject of inquiry. 

3405- You say that instead of 11 or 12 there were 82 struck out ; are you pre- 
pared to give the names? — Yes. 

0-4 rt c c 2 3406. Mr. 
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3406. Mr. Nemdegale.'] Does the number of 82 include those parties who 
were ohjeeted to by the overseers as well as by your agents?— That I cannot 
answer, but giving the names as I propose to do, it will be quite competent for 
any peraon connected with North 'Warwickshire to make the inquiry. 

3407. Then am I to understand that the same doubt applies to the whole 

column, headed “ Votes expunged,” given in the Table you have supplied to 
the Committee 1 — Yes ; I imagine that the overseers never objected in those cases. 
The only county I can speak to for myself is North Lancashire ; having inquired 
into it ; and the doubt certainly does not apply in this case. I am not sure as to 
North Warwickshire, hut I have a very strong impression that it does not apply 
there. . 

3408. You are not prepared to deny that it does. JNo. 

3409. Chairman.'] You imagine that when a vote was struck off at your 
instancC) it is a vote which would have been retained but foi your intei position ? 
— Yes ; I class all those upon the list in that way. 

3410. The striking off’ and the amendments of description, all this kind of 
work you attribute to the League r — Yes ; all the work in this table. 

34 11 . No portion of this work would have been done by otlier parties ?— No. 
3412 Mr. M. Gibson.] You mentioned that many of the objections were 

ill4ally signed by Stafford for Worthington ; it was stated by Mr. Wilmot, in 
answer to a question 1 put, that these objections would not be proceeded with, 
and would be withdrawn ; he stated that you caused all the voters to go to the 
court ; I wish to ask, are we to understand that you persisted in those objections 
that were illegally signed ? — No. 

3413. What are the facts of that case ? — So far from that, an arrangement was 
at once entered into between Mr. Hebbert and our agent, the latter agreeing to 
furnish Mr. Hebbert with a marked list withdrawing all such notices, and the 
list was furnished so marked on the following morning. 

3414. Chairman.] The voters in that case were compelled to attend ?— Yes, 

most assuredly. ^ 2 . 

3415. M. Gibson.] It has been complained that you have objected to 
many persons of undoubted wealth ; is that so ? — Certainly. 

3416. Will you explain why that was so?—Having laid down the grounds ot 
our objections, we applied them with equal vigour to judges, barristers, noble- 
men, on the register, or Members of Parliament, or any other class; we mea- 
sured out the same rule to all ; my experience led me to this conclusion, that 
no men pay so little attention to the purification of the register by the 
improvement of their votes as men in high station. I have already given some 
names, and 1 could multiply them, as 1 said before ; but I do not wish to give 
names for the purpose of annoying individuals; I give them as illus^ations. 

I may state there is Mr. William Garnett, the late high-sheriff oi Lancashire, he 
formerly lived in Manchester, and now lives near Lancaster ; I believe we ob- 
jected to him last year, and became into court, and said he had 14-0,000 /. 
■worth of property in the township; he held the whole of the township; ms 
vote was amended ; he asked for costs, which were refused by the barrister , 
his vote was proved by amending the description. ^ ^ 

3417. I believe you objected to the two Generals Lygon, in the parish o 

Thokesbury, in East Gloucester? “Yes. ^ , 

3418. Why did you object to men of such undoubted position m the country. 

—■Because their place of abode was so vaguely described. _ _ 

3419. What do you mean?— The places where they reside are m y^rces - 

shire, and one was registered as of “ Spring Hill,” and it ■was amende y 
addition of “ Broadway, Worcestershire ; ” the other was registered as 01 
dersfield” (properly Madresfield), but the barrister refused to insert Wore 
tershire,” and fined us 1 1 . for objecting. . , 

3420. Did you object to Mr. Dowdeswell, the Member ? — ^Yes, we clia. 

3421. Gn what ground ?—The qualification consisted of a rent-charge, an 

there was no owner’s name in the fourth column. the list 

3422. Can you tell us why you objected to the name of John Hui 1 

of voters in the same district, and Mr. Taylor, of the same iilaces 

was registered as of Ripple, and Mr. Taylor as of Trensham ; both 
are in Worcestershire, which the barrister added in both instances; 
he made the amendment, he fined us 205. in Mr. Taylor’s case. 3423. Oa 
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3423. Oe the North Warwick register, are you aware that the vote of Mr. 
Ino- was objected to for the parish of Birmingham? — Yes. 

3424. Can you state the reason ? — Because our agent has ascertained, that 
Waterloo-street and Beuet’s-hill, contained numbered houses, and the objection 
was made in order to procure the insertion of the numbers of the voter’s pro- 
perty. I may further add, that I have the North Warwick i*egister outside, and 
if any one will refer to the names as they now stand, they will see there is a gi’eat 
improvement. 

34.25. Mr. Newdtgate^ Are.you aware that the greater part, or the whole of 
those two streets, belong to Mr Ing ? — We did not find Mr. lug’s name excepted 
in the Act of Parliament, and therefore we applied the rule to him as to other 
cases. 

3426. Mr. M. Gibson.'] In the North Stafford case, I find in the list of 
the parish of Burslem, you object to a gentleman of the name Brindley, 
who has been on the register ever since its formation, and who jour- 
neved 60 miles to sustain his vote; will you state the grounds on which 
that objection was sustained? — We did object to “Joseph Brindley, Union- 
hall, Kinfare, freehold-house and land, Longport;” blithe was a new claimant 
(in fact there was no person of the name of Brindley upon the old I’egister 
for Burslem), and the objection was based upon the insufficiency of description 
in the 2d and 4th columns, Kinfare being a small township in the extreme 
comer of the southern division of StafFordshii’e, and there are 28 persons regis- 
tered in the parish of Burslem for property described as Langport ; so that we 
considered the residence ought to be more clear, and the tenant’s name ought 
to be added in the 4th column. 

3427. Referring to question 1240, and those following, did you object to 
Mr. Meynell, of the township of Onslow, in the Burton-iipon-Ti'ent district? 
— Yes. 

3428. Why did you object to him ? — Because he described himself as of 
Longley in the second column, and the situation of his property in the fourth 
column was simply Onslow. 

3429. On the ground of insufficiency in the description ? — Yes. 

3430. Did any thing occur which justified your objection ?— Yes ; the notice 
of the objection was returned tlirough the Dead Letter office, marked “ Cannot 
be found.” 

3431. Mr. Newdegate.] May I ask whether that was a letter from your office 
directed to the individual, or the notice of objection r — The notice of objection, 
returned thi'ougli the Dead Letter office, marked “ Cannot be found.” 

3432. Mr. C. Wood.] Was that addressed to him to the address given in the 
register ? — Yes. 

3433- Chairman.] Do you derive this information from notes which you have 
taken at the time, or how are you able to verify these grounds of objection 
which you have stated ? — These are taken from the returns made up at the 
office at Manchester. 

3434. Are you able upon each of those cases to ascertain the grounds upon 
which tlie objections rested ?— Yes ; when they were originally registered and 
objected to, those were the grounds stated ; since then they have been posted 
up at Manchester and returned to the office. 

3435- You have in your office some account of the objections which you made, 
and the grounds upon which you made those objections ?— Yes. 

343b. Can you give the Committee a general statement of the number of the 
objections made under eachseveral head of objection? — I dare say; I can endea- 
vour to make some approximation to it. 

3437- Mr. Milner Gibson.] In. the case of East Gloucester it was stated by 
Mr, Helps, that your objections were principally levelled at non-residents, per- 
sons possessing qualifications in the district, but living at a distance ; can you 
^nubh the number of objections, and the proportion they bear to the whole ?—- 
Yes, the entire number of objections was 1,024, of which there were 795 resi- 
dents within the county, and 229 non-residents; consequently the non-residents 
were not a fourth of the whole. 

3435. Mr. Milner Gibson^ With reference to this Gloucester polling district, 
Mr. Helps stated, in answer to question 2,072, “Out of these 268, how many 
succeeded ? that “ only 55 succeeded, of which 20 were struck off as dead ; 3 6 
were struck off upon the case that went to the Common Pleas, and 19 were .struck 
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off Tipon the merits; can you give any further information upon that matter ?- 
My evidence goes to show we served a good many more notices, 291 ; so that if 
there is any thing in that, Mr. Helps is entitled to the advantage of it ; of these, 
20 were struck out as dead ; there we agree ; 1 6 were struck out on appeal ; there 
we agree ; then upon the merits, we struck out 38 instead of 19, which is exactly 
double the number he states ; 72 were amended ; 62 were withdrawn, and 83 
failed ; making a total of 291. I have no doubt 1 can produce the names, if they 
are required, in any particular case; if the Committee choose to entertain the 
question, the amended ones are very easily proved, because it is only taking the 
old register and the new one, and comparing the two. 

343(j. These objections were signed by Mr. Bishop ?— Yes. 

3440. Mr. Helps stated, that as to the 213 which failed, ^neither Mr. Bishop 
nor any one on his part raised any distinct grounds ot objection? — Some one 
must have raised the grounds of objection in the case of the 72 that were 
amended, otherwise there would have been no amendment. Of the failures, I may 
explain that 13 were in consequence of our adding “Gloucestershire” to the addrea 
upon the notices, in order to insure their delivery to the voters; which addition 
the barrister decided vitiated the notices of the objection, and with that view 
added the name of the county to it ; the barrister said^ we ought merely to have 
confined ourselves to the description upon the register, and not have added 
“ Gloucestershire” to it; and in consequence of that decision we failed in 13 cases; 
of the remainder of the failures, some were owing to the barrister deciding that, 
although the notices were posted on the 24th, yet, as they w’ere not posted within 
the time allowed for registered letters, they were bad notices. 

3441. Mr. Helps was asked at question 2121, “ Out of the 463 in the Chelten- 
ham district served on the part of the League, how many succeeded? the 
answer is, “they failed in 299 ; they succeeded in 164,” 67 of those being persons, 
registered in duplicate, persons who had changed their residence and sent in a 
new claim, and were struck out upon the old claim ; how do you account for 
that number (299) having failed ?~We say, we objected to .')02 in that distnct; 
we struck out 223 before the barrister ; we struck out upon appeal 20; we 
amended the description of 102; we withdrew 20, and^ failed in 127; of these 
127, 87 were owing to the same decision as the one at Gloucester, with reference 



to the late notices. , . -i d? 

3442. Mr. Newdegate7\ Mr. Helps says you failed if you did not strike ott 
the names ; you do not admit you failed, if it led to an amendment of the 
register? — Precisely. 

3443. Mr. Milner Gibson^ Mr. Helps says in answer to a (mestion (2081) 
by Mr. Berkeley, “Were these 268 objections signed by Mr. Bishop directed 
to any particular class of voters ? ” — “ to non-residents, to persons possessing pro- 
perty in right of the church, and to persons whose description was 

that is, ‘ Gloucester' without any number or name did you make objeebom 
to persons holding property in right of the church ; did you shigle them out /— 
We objected frequently, I must say, to persons who were registered lor enure 
property, and we thought they were registered under very suspicious circum- 
stances ; and if the efforts of the League in registration had continued, if the oni 
Law had not been disposed of, and we had not dissolved, I dare say next year 
we should object to the list I shall just refer to. I may say there are sue a 
number of people connected with cathedrals in cathedral cities, who I thin r 
no votes, and who in some instances we have shown have no votes ; tna is 
fair ground of objection, when we see them clustered together upon one qu 
fication. Occasionally you have the organist upon the register ; y 
singers, and ringers ; you have bedesmen, a numerous mass of people 01 tna 
upon the register ; vergers, choristers, sextons, the clerk and the dea.ns, s 
deans, canons, prebendaries, and all those. We have objected to that c ^ 
because they were of that class, but because we frequently ys 

described in that manner, and clustered together in that way, which indue ^ 
to suspect the qualification ; and in many cases they never ‘ 

think our agent, the other day, was telling me, in North Lanc^ 11 > 
objected to some one who was incumbent of a church which was not 
was described upon the register as incumbent of a church whm j 

erected, and claimed a vote in respect of it. But with respect to these 
have here a list of voters, clergymen who are described as resident a 
upon the South Nortliumberland register ; and I confess, in looking 
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reo-ister, my suspicions were first excited on finding tlie same parties precisely G. WiUon, 

were registered for North and South Northumberland, the same parties and 

the same description. I found, for instance, there is one described as of Oxford, 5 
number 1,740, upon the North Northumberland register, and I have a list of 
about 28 who w'ere registered for both counties. These parties were all quali- 
fied for freehold lands, tithes and interests, all in a cluster, and they are upon 
the two registers, North and South, I believe they are connected with Lincoln 
College, Oxford, and I am informed by our Oxford correspondent that it was 
corporate property, and they had no right to vote in respect of it. We did not 
object to them last year, because our information was not sufficient; since then 
we hare discovered that, which we think a fair ground of objection, and we 
shall object to them next year; there are about 28, and their residences are 
given at Lincoln College, Oxford ; I will put in the list, if the Committee 
wish it. 

3444. A clergyman, or ajiy one of these parties connected with the church, 
would not be entitled to vote unless he could show he held the office for life, and 
that his income was derived from lands ?— I think not ; I think there is a distinc- 
tion between a clergyman of the established church and a dissenting minister ; 
that the one holds his office for life, the other during the pleasure of the congre- 
gation. A gi'eat complaint on the part of dissenting ministers is, that they have 
no vote, and it has been explained to them that they generally hold their offices 
during pleasure, while clergymen of the established church hold them for life. 

It has been ruled generally that dissenting ministers have no votes. 

3445. A dissenting minister has not a vote, because he is removable for his 
conduct, though his income may be derived from land ? — Yes. 

3446. And a clergyman of the established church can only be removed upon 
"evidence of misconduct in the Ecclesiastical Court ? — Yes. 

3447. Sir John Walsh.'] I wish to ask you this : you mentioned there were 
229 objected to for non-residence in East Gloucester ; can you state what pro- 
portion they bore to the whole number of non-residents ? — The entire number of 
objections was 1,024, consequently the non-residents were not a fourth of the 
whole. • 

3448. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Have you been able to draw any comparison 
between the proceedings of the League and the proceedings of their opponents, 
the Protectionists, with reference to the number of objections? — Yes, I can, in 
these two counties of South Lancashire and North Cheshire; because in these 
counties there was a fair trial of strength. In the county revision for South Lan- 
cashire, in 1845, we objected to 3,816 voters; I should say the Protectionists 
objected to 3,110, so that we have 206 more than they; I am now speaking of 
the number of notices served. 

3449. 'Mi. Newdegatei] This is the division of Lancashire, in which you say the 
war had been can-ied on upon something like equal terms between the Protec- 
tionists and the League? — Yes, this is the county I should select, where there was 
a fair trial of strength. I hold in my hand a Table which will show the compara- 
tive number of objections, and the results. 

\ 2 'he Witness delivered in the same, as follows ;] 
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We objected to 206 more tlian they did ; we withdrew 420, or 12g per cent, of 
our objections were withdrawn or foiled. 

3450. Chairman^ What do you mean by w’ithdmwn ?*-They are such as -«’ere 
never taken in the court. 

345 1 . You did not press the objection ? — When I say withdrawn, I mean we 
did not present the notice ; not that when we saw the voters appear we wthdrew 
it, that is not the withdrawing I mean ; they failed upon the insufficiency of tbe 
notice, want 01 proof of service, or something of that kind; they never came be- 
fore the court. 

3452. Whatever were the grounds, they were not heard upon the merits?— 
Just 'so. On the other side they withdrew 982, that is thirty-one two-thirds per 
cent, of their objections. I have included in the 982 withdraw by them a great 
inanv, which to say they withdrew would be the fairest construction of the case,' 
for the list comprises n number that were really bad, and which in the Liver- 
pool court, after the notice was proved, and after it was received by the banister 
as a good one, the parties were unable 10 pay the costs they had incurred in so many 
cases; and the rest fell altogether. In compiling this statement, I have mixed up 
together in the 982 stated as withdrawn, the whole of the cases they lost, because 
of the difficulty of seiiai-atiug those lost upon the merits and those lost upon some 
objection to the notices ; and I think they should have the whole benefit of that; 
so, therefore, the comparison must bo a fair one. 

3453. S,h' John Walsh.'] These were cases that were withdrawn ’—These are 
cases of failure after the notice is j^roved ; they were put out ot court because they 
wore unable to continue the payment of costs, but they were not put out of court 
in nearly the whole of this number; some of them were heard and decided ; and the 
cases were decided against them, and in favour of the voters, and are included in 
the list. I should make a mistake under this head of withdraM’als if I did not 
include some of those where they really failed in court, so that they have got the 
benefit of that. 

34fi4. Where they foiled upon the merits ? — Yes ; it is so difficult where the 
case breaks down to separate the two classes ; and I found the books so imperfect 
in the several districts, that I said, throw altogether their failures and withdrawals 
in the Liverpool court, and classify them as foiling upon the notice. 

34,55. Mr. Adderley.'] It is the practice upon the first non-payment of cost^ 
but the barrister ovenules all the other objections? — Yes, that is the way; 
before they failed in the non-payment of the costs, they had foiled in the proof 0 
their objections, and I have classified these and given them as if they were failur^ 
merely upon the notice j I should not have done that only lor this reason, 
making the comparison between the two, 1 was most anxious to guard myse 
against seeming in any respect to make out an unfair case, and therefore 1 uave 
given them the benefit of 982 being withdrawn, and only 420 of ours. It caMO 
be objected with truth, that in the other Table I put in, I omitted objectioi^ wnic 
ought to have been inserted, because I deal with the other party just in 
way. The following is the comparative registration in South Lancashire 
Cheshire; we objected to 3,310, and the Protectionists to 3,110, being ^ 
than ours ; we withdrew 420 or 12| per cent, of our objections, they witu re 
982 or 31 i per cent, of theirs; of ours, 2,896 or 87 per cent. 
court, of theirs 2,128 -were Heard, or 68^ percent.; 
tectionists, or G1 per cent, of objections heard; they struck out 734 tree t 
or 34 I per cent, of objections heai-d ; w^e amended the defective 

410 Protectionists, they amended the defective descriptions of 238 Free If ’ 
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our amendments were 14 per cent, of objections heard, their amendments were 11 
per cent, of objections heard. I think the Committee will remember, that in 
furnishing a Table the other clay, I drew its attention to 25 per cent, of bad votes, 
being the woi-st case we have, and I am now showing the result of their revision 
in this county as compared with our worst case, theirs being 50 per cent. Now I 
goto North Cheshire; we objected to 1,247, and the Protectionists to 976; we 
withdrew 80, and they withdrew 26; of our objections, 1,167 or 93 J per cent, 
•were heard in court, of theirs 950 or 97 J per cent, were heard in court ; we struck 
out 509 Protectionists or 42 per cent, of our objections heard, they struck out 106 
Free Traders or 11 per cent, of their objections heard; we amended the defective 
descriptions of 409 Protectionists or 35 per cent, of our objections heard, they 
amended the defective descriptions of 11 Free Traders or Ij-per cent, of their 
objections ; subject to cases of appeal 0, they had 2 ; therewere held by the barrister 
to be bad objections on our part 242, on their side 831 ; and these two cases of 
appeal I sujjpose have been decided against them, for we claim 833, I find, by this 
paper; so that the per centage of had is 89 of theirs, and 11 good ; while ours is 21 
bad and 79 good; I think that shows the different nature of the inquiries made, 
I having taken these two cases; and I can say this, thatthoir objections were made 
only in three of the manufacturing districts where the Free Traders were strong ; 
they did not go over the whole country ; they make these objections in three of the 
manufacturing districts, which shows their inquiries were directed chiefly in that 
direction. 

3456. Mr. Nesadegate.l You have now adduced the cases of South Lancashire 
and North Cheshire, and you claim upon the results of that comparison gi*eater 
information on the part of the League and greater accuracy in their proceedings ? 
-•Yes, as exhibited in the result. 

3457. At the same time you are not prepared to state that the Protectionists 
objected for the purpose of emendation, or that they would bold an objection good 
upon that gi’ound?— I think in compiling this statement, it will be shown that 
I have given them credit for the necessary emendation they had made. 

3458. Are you not prepai-ecl to prove they persevered with their objection for 
the mere purpose of emendation ? — No ; I am not prepared to state that. 

3459* Of the 831 there would be a great many that were capable of being 
amended ? — I cannot state that ; the proper parties to answer that are those who 
attended the court. 

3460. Chairman^ When did you first begin the war in these two counties? — 
Immediately after the last election, we touched South Lancashire ; we had been 
at work in North Lancashire befoi-e. 

3461. Mr. Adderiey.l What sort of body conducted this inquiry into the 
registry of South Lancashire on the part of the Protectionists? — There was a large 
county body after the last election ; the county gentlemen concentrated themselves 
at a place called Newton-in-the-Willows, and instead of trusting to the Con- 
servatives in the lai’ge towns, they conducted tlie registration in their own way. 

3462. Mr. Milner Gibson.'] Can you state the comparative objections taken 
under the Reform Act, and those under the operations of the League? — Yes, 
I can, in some of the districts previously to the year 1843 ; iu the Manchester 
polling district of South Lancashire, in the year 1841, 241 Liberals were objected 
to who had been similarly served in 1840; in 1842, 261 Liberals were objected 
to who had been similarly served in 1841 ; and on each occasion the voter sus- 
tained his right to the franchise ; this was before you could obtain costs. 

3463. Mr. Newdegate^ Can you speak of before the Registration Act? — Yes. 

_ 3464. Perhaps you are aware that at that time there was a necessity for objec- 
tions in order to be heard before a Committee of the House of Commons, which 
■was removed by the Registration Act ? — I think the law is j ust the same. 

3465- Chairman^ Did any of these rest upon one ground of objection? — No; 
they all appeared general gi'ounds ; they were vexatious objections there can be 
uo question. T can give a very decided opinion about that. 

3466. There were a great number objected upon the ground of trusteeship, 
■^ich was held different by different barristers, and therefore there was a different 
chance of success in different years ? — Yes ; that was not the case in this instance. 
Iu 1840 and 1841 the Conservatives objected to Sir George Phillips, hart., and 
Sir Joshua Walmsley, knight ; they ai’e both on the register now. They also ob- 
following magistrates ; James Heywood, Acresfield, Pendleton ; 
ilffley Shore, Norton-hall, Derbyshire ; Samuel Shore, Norton-hall, Derbyshire ; 

0*41 • DD Robert 
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G. JVUscn, Esq. Robert Stewart, Ardwick-lioiise; Edmund Peel Thomson, Legh-hoiise, Ardiviek; 

• and John Brocklehurst, esq., m.p. for Macclesfield. These objections were taken 

5 May 1846. -when the law required no amended descriptions, nor did it award any costs. They 

objected two years in succession to these gentlemen ; and I think it right to state 
this, SB we are charged with objections vexatious to men of wealth and influence, 
to show it has been done on their part, and they have continued it from year to 
yeai’. It may be said this applies to Manchester alone, but that is not so. I have 
got here a list of voters in the Ormskirk polling district, in the township of Kirkby, 
in South Lancashire, in the year 1842. On this list were 62 votei-s, to 60 of 
whom objections were taken by the Protectionists, none of which were sustained; 
of these, 24 were freeholders, and the remaining 36 were occupiers of land, each 
occupier averaging 49^ acres. The voters are now (1846) on the register, with 
the exception of three’ freeholders and one occupier, who have died since 1842. 
It is the best described list on the register, and no amendments were made in the 
description. That shows the wholesale objections which were made, not by us, 
but by the other party. 

3467. Mr. Newdegate.] In what year was that?— In 1842. 

3468. Mr. Milner Gibson.~\ These objections were made with impunity, because 
there was no power to recover costs 1 — Certainly. 

3469. Have you any further evidence upon that point ?~I have no further evU 
deuce upon that. 

3470. A good deal has been said about knocking people off the register ; was it 
ever the object of the League to reduce the register ? — Certainly not. I think I 
can show the Committee we have never touched a county in which we have not 
increased the constituency materially before we left it. I think it is due to the 
League to take this into consideration, that it is absolutely essential, before we know 
whether it is worth while creating any great number of votes, or induce people to 
become qualified, to know the actual state of the register, and no one can do that 
unless he has expunged from it all the impure votes. It therefore requires two or 
three years to do much. I think these are very striking facts, and they illustrate 
another point which I do not think I clearly enough explained before, that is, the 
complete changes constantly taking place in the register. I am quite clear in my 
own mind about the entire constituency being pretty well changed in 12 or 14 
years. There may be a few left on, hut the great masses are changed. I hold in 
my hand a Table, which shows the change which took place in the register for 
three counties in two years, 1843, 1844 : — 







Register 
of 1843-4. 


Register 
of 1846-6. 


Increase. 


South Lancashire - 




18,666 


24-,179 


5,5''3 


North Lancashire - 


. 


10,337 


10,712 
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North Cheshire 


- - - 


6,380 


6,888 


508 
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This shows that in South Lancashire there was a change in the register in two 
years, by the erasure of 4 , 639 , and the addition of 10,152 names of 14 , 791 . In 
North Lancashire, out of a constituency of 10,000 there was a change by the erasure 
of 3 , 224 , and the addition of 3,640 names of 6 , 864 . 

3471. Chairman. ']'Wc>vldi there not be many cases in which there would be 
meiely a change of qualification without this extension ? —Just so, there would; 
but still nothing like the extent which is here given. 

3472. Mr. C. Wood."] Also amendments of description would be increased in 
that? — Yes. 

3473. Chairman."] Any different principle laid down by one revising barrister 
as contrasted with that of his predecessor would make a great many changes ? — 
Yes. 

3474. If one insisted upon the number of the street being put in, and another 
did not, that would make a great change? — Yes, 

3475. Mr. Newdegate.] Perhaps I may ask, whether, as you liave adduced 
counties in which the League has been particularly active, instancing them at the 
period of your greatest exertions, may not these vast changes which you have 
described be mainly attributed to the operations of the League ? — I think they 
may. 

3476. Tlien the changes you have instanced are a pi*oof of the activity of your 
association ? — It is a very fair inference, I think ; I attribute it to the infusion of 
new names into the registers. 

3477. Chairman^ Are not a vast proportion of these changes simply amend- 
ments of description? — Yes, there are a gTeat many amendments. 

3478. A large proportion would not be from a change of qualification, but 
merely from amendments in the description ? — Yes. 

3479. Then with so large an element as the amendments inserted, does it really 
give you a fair specimen of the amount of changes ? — I think 1 showed the nature 
of the changes before from the register in detail, and not the actual changes as 
shown in the gross. I know there are a great many where it is merely the transfer 
of a name from one description to another ; and that obtains to a great extent, 
hut it is nothing like the extent to which the new names ai'e introduced. 

3480. Take the case of Birmingham and Aston, where 214 were amended ? 
—Yes. 

3481. But in the statement you have just put in, all these amendments would 
appear as if they were new voters? — No; the register would not be increased. 
I have a Table which will show that, by showing our gains upon claims and our 
gains upon objections. In all cases where we have been two yeai’s at work upon 
the county, our gains upon the claims exceed our gains upon the objections, 
showing there must have been a gi-eat number introduced. 

3482. Mr. Milntr Gibson.] Do you think any local societies could afford the 
same security for the purification of the register which a central body could afford ? 
—No. 

3483. Will you explain why? — I take it, in speaJting of local societies vire 
mean a society which has a branch committee in each polling district ; no one 
would imagine you could have a society in each township ; you would have one 
for each district, or a lai-ger one for the whole constituency. Supposing you have 
one for the whole constituency, which I suppose is a specimen of the general local 
registration societies, there is a very simple answer to that question, whether local 
societies could do it, — that they have not done it. If local societies could do it, 
why have they not done it ? Who preveated the local societies ? The League does 
Dot interfere to prevent local societies doing what we think they ought to do. 
There are two classes of non-residents, and it is to one of these that I think the 
advantages of a national society ai*e chiefly to be applied. I hold in my hand two 
Tables, the one showing in certain counties the per-centage of non-resident voters 
residing not in the same township, but still in the same county j the other showing 
the per-centage of those who reside away from the county altogether. 

\Tkc Witness read the seme, as folbivs .-] 
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Number 

Begister- 


Non-Resident Voters, 


Total 

Non- 

Uesideat. 


Per-cenUge 

of 

Regista. 


In the County. 


Out of the County. 








Pcr-ccntage. 




Per-centage. 






Cheshire, North 


6,888 


878 


I 3 i 


1,762 


Mi 


2,640 


381 


Cheshire, South 


7>950 


906 


11 i 


1,140 


Hi 


2,046 


25 i 


Cumberland, East 


5.107 


757 


i 4 i 


775 


i 5 i 


1.532 


30 


Derbvshire, South 


7.167 


1,038 


> 4 i 


983 


13-J 


2,021 


1 28 


Durham, North 


6,119 


',598 


2.5 


1,144 


19 


2,742 


44 i 


Gloucester, West - - i 

Lancashire, South 
Northumberland, North 


7,803 


625 


8 


1.342 


17 i 


'.967 


25 i 


24.179 


6,248 


274 


2,672 


11 


8,920 


3H 


3.005 


428 


Hi 


562 


18} 


990 


33 


Somerset, East 


!),6S5 


1.547 


i6 J 


945 


9 ? 


2,492 


26 


Worcester, East 


6,269 


524 


8 0 


1.454 


22 j 


',978 


31 i 




84,142 


14.549 


17^ 


12,779 


Hi 


27,328 


33 i 



The average in the one case, that is of persons who reside in the county but not 
in the township or district for which they vote, is 17i per cent. The averse of 
persons who reside out of the county is 16i percent. 

3484. Chah'man.l Is that upon a view ofthewholeconstituency of the county? 

^Upon a view of 12 or 14 counties ; I think it possible by an exchange of names 

a local society could obtain information with respect to the residences, deaths or 
removals of the 17J per cent, as well as a society out of the county; I do not 
think they could do it better. 

3485. You are speaking of residents in the county ? — Yes ; of residents in 
the same county, but not in the same polling district ; I think a local society could 
obtain as much information respecting those as a distant body could. I do not 
think they could do more, for I could easily show how we get access to those. 
The average of residents out of the county is 15J per cent.; now, it is a fair 
question to ask, where are they ? where do they reside f If they reside in an 
adjoining county, there would not be so much difficulty in exchanging names, county 
for county, for the purpose of procuring information ; but suppose we talce North 
Durham as an example, and see where the parties arc who reside out of the county. 







Brought forward - 


- 327 


Bedfordshire - - - 


2 


London - - - - 


■ 


Cambridgeshire 


2 


Norfolk . - - - 


6 


Cheshire - 


2 


Northumberland 


- 603 


Cornwall - - - 


- 1 


Oxfordshire - - - 


11 


Cumberland 


8 


Shropshire - « • 


. 1 


Derbyshire _ _ . 


4 


Somerset - 


- 2 


Devonshire ... 


1 


Staftbrdshire - - - 


3 


Dorsetshire - - . 


2 


SulFoik - - - - 


1 


Durham, South 


. 249 


Surrey - - - - 


5 


Essex - 


4 


Sussex - 


. 1 


Glouceetershire 


9 


Warwickshire - 


2 


Hampshire 


2 


Westmorland 


4 


Hertfordshire - 


2 


Wiltshire - 


3 


Huntingdonshire 


2 


Worcestershire 


2 


Kent - 


6 


Yorkshire . - - 


- 70 


Lancashire . . - 


26 


Ireland . - - - 


1 


Leicestershire - - - 


3 


Scotland - 


4 


Lincolnshire - - - 


- 2 


Foreign - 


6 




■ 




- ■— 


Carried forward - 


- 327 




1,144 



So that out of a gross register of 6,119 you have 1,144 actually residing 
the county ; not o^y not in the township or polling district in respect of w ic 
they vote, but out of the whole division of the county. Westmorland is no 
divided county ; the same obtains there ; there are 074 out of a gross ° 

4,089 who live out of Westmorland; I hold in my hand a table which s 0 
the residences of 974 voters out of a gross register of 4,089, 
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■VVestmorlakd Voters 


residing in the under-mentioned Kingdoms and Counties. 


0. Wilson, Esq. 


Berkshire - - - 


3 


Brought forward - - 


- 7Qt 




Cambridgeshire - 


4 


Oxfordshire 


- 9 


S May 1846, 


Cheshire - 


- 14 


Rutlandshire .... 


a 4 




Cumberland 


- 265 


Shropshire - 


- 2 




Derbyshire - - - 


4 


Somersetshire ... 


3 




Devonshire 


4 


Staffordshire ... 


- 3 




Dorsetshire 


- - 1 


Surrey - 


- 13 




Durham - 


- 39 


Sussex .... 


6 




Essex 


2 


Warwickshire ... 


3 




Gloucester - 


6 


Wiltshire - 


“ 3 




Hampshire - 


6 


Yorkshire - - - - 


- 100 




Herefordshire 


5 


Ireland - 


6 




Hertfordshire 


- - X 


Isle of Man - 


- 3 




Kent - 


3 


Scotland .... 






Lan cash Ire - 


- 246 


Wales .... 


8 




Leicestershire 


.5 


America, North - . - 


- 5 




Lincolnshire 


8 


Belgium - 


- 1 




Middlesex - 


• 149 


France .... 


- 1 




Norfolk - - - 


- - 2 


Jamaica .... 


• 2 




Northamptonshire 


1 


Sicily .... 






Northumberland 


21 


Switzerland ... 


- 1 




Nottinghamshire 


2 








Carried forward 


- - - 791 




974 





3486. Ml'. Newdegate^ In the commencement of your examination you stated, 
the Anti-Com Law League was a national association, and in your evidence you 
have adduced proof of the superior power of such an association ; I wish to ask 
whether, for the purification of the register, and for the impai’tiality of that puri- 
fication, it is not desirable that such a central society should be free from any 
political bias ? — That would serve both parties if you could obtain such a society. 

3487* I &sk whether you think it is not desirable? — I think it is very desirable 
to purify the register by an independent party. 

3488. Unbiassed? — Yes, unbiassed by political views. 

3489. Is the Anti-Corn Law League unbiassed by political views ? — Cer- 
tainly. 

3490. Mr. Charles Wood."] Do you think any society could be formed without 
strong political riews ? — Certainly j and I think you have no security, except 
in freedom of objection for the puiification of the register. 

349 * • Mr. MUner Gibson.'] With regard to the purchase of freeholds, rent- 
charges and so forth, which has gone on to some extent, have you any idea to 
what extent it has gone ; to what extent it has taken place in the country r — 
I can only give a general opinion, for we have frequently endeavoured to satisfy 
ourselves as to the extent to which it has gone ; and I believe we concur in 
thinking that about half a million of money was spent last year in the purchase of 
property to get votes. 

3492- Has any portion of the League funds been applied to the purchase of 
those votes ? —Certainly not ; how could it ? If it is desirable, I can easily explain 
how the money of the League is voted, so that the Committee will see it is 
impossible that any money could be voted for the purpose without the full cog- 
^ance of the council of the League. For every farthing of money spent by the 
League, there is a special order entered upon the minutes of the proceeding ; imme- 
diately upon that order being entered, if it refer to the payment of money, the 
cashier enters it upon his minute book j the finance committee, composed of mem- 
bers of the council of the League, examine the item, and see whether it has been 
incurred legitimately, and in accordance with the spirit of the resolution which 
has been previously handed up to them by the cashier. Immediately upon their 
decision being known, they countersign this note, which is a document for the 
money so spent, and produce it at the meeting of the council every morniug, so 
countersigned by the members of the finance committee, which is a committee 
distinct in its operations from the council ; immediately on its being produced, I 
read out to the council the recommendation of the finance committee, that such 
an account should be defrayed ; and then it is entered upon the minute book of the 
council of the League, in which is recorded every farthing spent. I sign aii order 
gion the treasurer, by order of the council, to liberate from the bank, by cheque, 
the money which has thus been voted by the council ; he retains my order in his 
possession. My authority for signing that order is upon the hook. The authority 
or Its being placed in the book is the recommendation of tlie finance committee ; and 

^■ 4 ^- D D 3 the 
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< 7 . IVilson, Eaq. the^banker’s receipt-book and our cheque-book correspond precisely in their entries 

— with the note which I have previously given to the treasurer, countersigned ; so that 

5 May 1846. there are five cheques upon every payment made. Again, every farthing receivedia 
London, in Bristol or Edinburgh, or any other town, is transmitted untouched to the 
central office in Manchester. The ordinary expenses of the London office are paidfor 
by cheques or accounts sent down every week from the London office to Manchester • 
and the money they receive in London is transmitted untouched, through the 
bank, to Manchester. If in London they want money, they write for it; there is 
no power in the London office, or in any other office, to touch one farthing of the 
money given for the purposes of the League until it has reached om- hands- 
after that, it is disbui-sed by a vote of the council. Now there is not a single 
farthing of the money sent to the League in Manchester, or subscribed to the 
League fund, sent any where which is not known at Manchester ; certainly, if one 
sixpence was spent for the purpose of purchasing votes, we must of necessity 
know of it there, because all the banks pay into the Manchester account, and 
therefore it is entered up in the books of every bank ; so that out of those Wks 
if a single farthing was paid for votes I should know it as certainly as if it wiis 
a man’s private account. 

3493. Then it is not possible for Mr. Paulton, in London, to pay money for the 
purchase of votes out of the League Fund? — It is impossible. 

3494. Mr. Newdegate.'] You have stated exactly the machinery by which 
certain sums are transferred to and withdrawn from what may be termed the 
League Fund, the central Treasury? — Yes. 

3495. But this sum is withdrawn for the purpose, and signed by one of your 
agents ? — Yes, 

3496. And the fact of how that money is expended, depends upon the veracity 
of that agent ? — Certainly ; but no agent can expend money without producing us 
a receipt for the money spent ; he can expend no money on account without having 
first received instructions from the council to incur the expense. 

3497. The actual disposal of that money is determined by his adheraoce to 
those instractions ? — ‘Yes; but it would soon be marked, because a receipt for 
every farthing of money that is spent is sent down at once for examination. 

3498. For instance ; suppose there was a demand for 900 1 . made by Mr. James 
for some purpose at Brighton, the management and dispo.sal of that rests with 
Mr. James, and the only cognizance which the central body, the council, can have 
for the disposal of that fund is based upon his representation ; so far it is a local 
disposal of the funds ; but I wish to ask, have you any decided check you can pro- 
duce for the satisfaction of the public, that in following his instructions he may 
not have abandoned the line which you had drawn for his guidance?— Yes; I 
think my answer to that may be a very short one, for this reason, we never have 
voted money, and never should vote money, for the pm-chase of votes, and if the 
money which belonged to the League Fund could have been appropriated by our 
agents to that purpose, we should immediately have known it ; we have never 
voted a sixpence directly or indirectly from the League Fund for the purchase of 
votes. T know that for the convenience of parties, arrangements have been made 
to receive the money upon another fund as at the office at Manchester, that being con- 
venient to parties who want qualifications, and in the event of parties calling to see 
whether their qualifications were procured, we refer them at once to their solicitors 
or their agents ; we never do receive a single farthing for the purchase of votes in that 
room ; but they are at once referred to the solicitor to look after the property. In 
London, for the convenience of parties, we may have received money for the pur- 
chase of votes ; but that money has had no more to do with us, nor been under 
our cognizance, than if it had been poured into the river ; we had no more control 
over our agents in respect to that than anybody else had. 

3499. Mr. Milner Gibson.'] That money was not subscribed to the League Fuii > 

but invested ? — Yes ; if parties choose to ask the agent of the League to take 
money for the purchase of votes, that is another matter ; we have hundreds of ap- 
plications from parties, who say, “ we want to be upon the Register ; procure u8 
votes.” . 

3500. Mr. Newdegate.] In Mr. James’s examination, he did not clearly exp 
from whence certain funds, which he employed for the purchase of property, lu 
order to qualify certain parties, had been derived ; am 1 to understand yourpresen 
definition of the financial operations of the League in such a manner as to sao 
that there are fupds for this purpose at the disposal of your agents, and over 
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investment of which you. do not exercise any control ?— I believe if you or any 
one else go to one of our agents with the desire of procuring a vote, and leave him 
CO 1 . for that purpose, he will get you a vote ; but over that the League has no 
control. 

3501. Chairman.'] You give facilities for the acquisition of votes ?— Yes. 

3502. Mr. Wood.] The effect is, is it not, that you propose to give every facility 
for the acquisition of votes, but in no case do you pay for the votes ; that is paid 
for by each individual ? — Certainly. 

3503. Chairman.] Do you pay for the conveyances ? — No ; we never pay, 
directly or indirectly, a single sixpence to procure votes for any one. 

3504- Mr. Adderky.] Was the half million you spoke of expended in the pur- 
chase of votes sent through your agency ? — It was not sent through our agency, 
but sent through parties who were qualifying the Free Traders. It was sent down, 
for instance, to South Cheshire ; Mr. So-and-so was the solicitor who applied to us 
to recommend all our friends to him, who wanted votes in that direction, and we 
did so. If we had friends in the West Riding of Yorkshire who wanted votes in 
South Cheshire, we should recommend them to him. 

3505. Mr. C. fVood.] In talking of your funds, you would not include that half 
million? — No. 

350b. No portion of the money subscribed has been ever paid over by you for 
that purpose? — No. 

3507. Sir J. B. Walsh.] Is a great part of the object of the operations of the 
League to afford that facility in the purchase of votes ? — Certainly. 

3508. Mr. Newdegate.] Then from this the Committee is to understand, that, 
exclusive of the fund which you described as strictly belonging to the League as 
a body, there are local deposits entirely under the control of local agents, specially 
applied to the purposes of local enfranchisement, over which you do not ask for 
control, or acknowledge the reponsibility with respect to it ? — 1 am not aware of 
any local deposits being made. I believe any of the agents of the League would 
be very glad to receive communications from parties who were desirous of obtaining 
the qualification, and would put the parties so applying in possession of such 
information as would enable them to find the property in any county they thought 
proper to apply to, and they also would receive the money and hand it over to the 
solicitor, or other party, who was making the deeds ; but beyond that 1 am not 
aware of any interference even on their part. 

3509. In fact your agent would in such cases arrange the purchase and insure the 
qualification? — Yes, he would afford every facility for doing that, so far as giving 
his time and attention to it. 

35 to. He would himself effect a pxirchase and insure the qualification ? — lam 
not aware of any such cases; it is possible. 

351 1- Mr. IWood.] Are you aware of any actual deposit whatever, except the 
sum paid by the individual for the purchase of a vote to be conveyed to that in- 
dividual ?— Certainly not. 

3512. Mr. Adderky.] What are the advantages which men have in transacting 
their purchases through yon? — None; only the advantage and convenience of being 
connected together in the same pm'chase. Suppose half a dozen gentlemen each 
want a vote for a county, they send their names to the League ofiice, who find upon 
looking at them, that there are five or six others who want votes, and that there 
is a property which will qualify the whole to be sold, and we then apprise them 
that there is that property to be possessed, and that upon application to the 
solicitor or agent who has the selling of the property, they may each acqviire a 
vote. 

351. 3‘ Could these six gentlemen you have supposed transact the purchase 
themselves as cheaply and with all the same facilities as you can? — Yes. 

3514' You give them no advantage? — Except enabling them to meet togetlier, 
and to join in the purchase. 

35'*5* Mr. C.Wood.] Are you aware of there being any actual fund, in any 
place whatever, under the control of the agents of the League ? — I am not aware 
of any. 

3516. Do you believe there is? — I believe there is no such thing. It is impos- 
sible for any agent of the League to supply a single sixpence of the money 
subscribed for the purpose of a fund without being guilty of a breach of trust. 

3517* Mr. C.Berkeleyi] You have stated previously to the Committee that the 
0.41. D D 4 AtedI 
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G. fVilsun, Esq. funds of the League have never been applied to the purchase of votes in countira? 
— Certainly not. 

5 May 1846. 3518. Were the funds of the League applied iu defraying the election expenses 

of the late contest at Sunderland ? — No. 

3519. Ai'e you positive of that? — I am pemiaded of it. 

3520. When a party becomes desirous of purchasing a qualification from one 
of your agents of a county, that qualification would not be purchased for Mm 
unless he were to pay down the 50 Z. or the money required for the purchase?— No. 

352 X. Then the agent must receive the money from the party so desirinw 
a qualification before a purchase takes place? — Certainly; 1 have no doubt the 
agent would give Mm that answer. 

3522. Chairman.] That is a transaction between the agont and the party? 
— ^Yes. 

3323. Mr. PFalpole.] Have any qualifications been purchased upon the credit of 
the money being given afterwards ? — I am not aware of it. 

3524. Mr. Be 7 'kele;i/.] If an agent were to procure a qualification without 
receiving the money, he would do it suo fericulo't — Yes. 

3525. He would not be able to come upon tbe League for the money?— No; 
he would not be able to come upon the League in any way. 

3526. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Has Chief Justice Tindal pronounced any opinion 
in the Court of Common Pleas as to the purchase of votes? — He said it was legal 
and laudable. 

3527. Have revising barristers, any of them, expressed an opinion to. court 
upon the operations of the League in the revision ? — V ery frequently, during the 
revision, the revising barrister have complimented the agents of the League upon 
their liberality in withdrawing objections, and upon their general conduct in court, 
and also upon the extreme attention which must have been given to obtain the 
information required. I think, if the Committee will call any of the agents, they 
will find that that has been repeatedly stated to them in the course of their 
experience. 

3528. Has it been stated by any of the revising bamstors that those counties 
may consider themselves indebted to the League for the attention they have paid 
in purifying the registration? — Yes. 

3529. Mi. Walpole.] Do you know that yourself ? — Only by communications 
from others. 

Chairman.] In what counties have these compliments been paid ?— In 
South Staffordshire for one ; I mention that because the Secretary of the League 
was present. 

3531. Mr. Berhelep.] Was not Colonel Thompson supported by the League at 
the late election for Sunderland ? — He was ; and I was there neaily the whole of 
the time. 

3532. Yet you say the League did not pay the expenses of the election ; then 
how was he supported ? — His interest was supported. 

3533 - What do you mean by his intere.st being supported? — ^We wished to 
promote the retufu of Colonel Thompson. 

3534. But tbe way to promote the return of a gentleman, either for a county or 
a town, is by spending money ? — I can give a very fair answer to that ; I spent 
money at Sunderland myself; I resided there during the whole period of the 
election, and of course those expenses were paid by the League. 

3535. From the League Fund? — Yes; dejmtation expenses ; and the agents 
who were down on behalf of the League to support Colonel Thompson were paid. 

3536. Mr. Newdegale^ The expenses of canvassing were paid?— We had a 
number of meetings at Sunderland ; a large number of meetings, and great 
expenses were incurred in holding public meetings and in placarding the town; 
that was done by the League as much as in the city of London. 

3537. Mr. Berkeley The League were at the expense of all that?- — Yes; that 
is entirely separate ft’om the expense of the candidates in conducting the election. 
I grant you, every candidate who contests a borough or a county can alwfys 
command an immense amount of support from the League, which is expensive 
to us. 

3538. Your travelling expenses ? — Yes ; and the expenses of living at Sundei-- 
land. I think that ought to lead to another question ; I can say that neither 

• directly or indirectly has any one member of the council of the League receive 
a farthing from the funds of the League except the deputation expenses, which are 
aflays regulated according to our usual scale. -n 

3539 - 
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3539. But your present answer to my (juestion clearly is not borne out by 

yliat has subsequently taken place, because you stated that tbe Anti-Corn Law 
League spent no money in the election for Sunderland f— No ; we spent a good 
deal of money m Sunderland and in the city of London, if you please by holding 
public meetings and placarding the walls. 1 > ./ t 

3540. Mr. Walpole.] Yon pay yonr expenses from the fund ?— The expenses 

incurred hy the Leaguers as a League. If an election took place to-moiTow all 
the lecturers m the distnct would make way to that place, and those expenses 
naturally arise from that moment. ^ 

3541. Wliat I want to know is this, ai-e the agents of the League, whose 
expenses are paid, employed in canyassing the towns or counties into which they 
go ?— Very frequently. 

3542. And their expenses are paid by the League? — Yes. 

3543. Mi. Berkeley.'] How is the council of the League chosen? By the 

subscription of 50 1. a year to the fund ; there are about 500 members of the 
council ; any member who subscribes 60 1 a year ; there is just a little formal 
election before he is admitted one of the body, but nobody is ever objected to 

3544. Is the Honourable Member for Manchester one of the council'?— Yes, he is 
or else he would not be a Member for Manchester, because I believe no man can 
represent Manchester without holding opinions which would be in unison with 
those of the League, and he would feel anxious to promote the common object 
of the League. 



3545. How is the treasurer elected ; is he elected by the council r — The trea- 
surer has been elected ever since the League was formed. 

3546. Is he elected by the council? — Yes. 

3547. Who is the treasurer ? — Mr. Rawson. 

3548. Does he sign all cheques ? — Every one. 

3549. They are drawn upon the bank at Manchester, but he has no authority 
to sign cheques until passed at a meeting of the council ? — Just so. 

3550. Mr. Wriffhiso?2.] Are Messrs. Drewett and Fowler the banlcers of the 
League? — No ; I never heard of them until the other day as bankers ; any money 
paid in or drawn out of which bank would be a matter of agreement, and the 
League would have nothing to do with it. 

3";5i. Mr. W(/lpole.] Do I understand you that the council of the League are 
as numerous as 500 ? — Yes ; there were upwards of 500 summoned to the last 
meeting ; the Marquis of Westminster and others have died, and the number has 
been reduced, but this yeai’ it will be increased by the new fund. 

3552. Is there no selection, no executive council, a smaller body ? — There is a 
council sitting in Manchester from day to day, meeting every morning. 

. 3553* Mr. Berkeley.] You said there w'as a finance committee ? — Yes, which 
IS selected from the council, for the purpose of examining the accounts. 

3.)54‘ What is the number ?— I am not a member, nor is Mr. Cobden, nor Mr. 
Bright ; no one who is expected to attend the general committee. 

3555* How many does the finance committee consist of? — I think two or three. 

3556* Sir /. T'Valsh.] And their signature carries with it an authority? — 
Iheir signature is an. authority for the cashier bringing it forward at the council. 

3557* Mr. Berkeley.] Have you any objection to lay before the Committee 
what were the expenses at the Sunderland election ? — I cannot state now ; but I 
know they were very serious. 

3558. Have you any objection to furnish an account ? — I know I paid the hotel 
expenses, and others ; they were very serious, if this is a proper question to 



The Chairman informed the witness that he might either answer the question 
or not. 

3559* Mr. Berkeley.] Have you any objection about it? — I have an objection. 

3560. You have an objection to state the amount? — It certainly was a large 
amount, a considerable one ; but I cannot exactly state what it was. 

3501- Have you any objection to do so? — I have stated generally how the 
expenses were incurred. 

3562. You have an objection to state the amount? — Yes; I have seated that 
ham ®PGnt money through our agents, in the election of Members of Pai’- 
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VISCOUNT SANDON, in the Chaie. 



0 . Wilson, Esq. 
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George Wilson, Esq., further Examined. 

<1563. Mr. mwdegate.] I eeliete that the paper called “The Leape’Ms 
issued under the authority of the Anti-Corn League ?— Yes. 

3s6a I wish to ask you to verify certain statements which appear uuderyoar 
name with reference to the Anti-Cora Law League in order that they may appe^ 
on the Minutes of Evidence taken before this Committee ; will you look through 
that statement of expenses, and say whether that is correct ? 



lAcop7j of “ The League” newspaper, dated 27 December im, contmin^ 

the following statement, wassUwnto the Wimess.-J 



to this 



£. 



By distribution of tracts, including expenses of distributors, 
carriage, Sec. 

By expenses of furniture and fixtures . - - - 

By deputation expenses, including travelling expenses to 
attend meetings and Parliamentary elections m various 

parts of the United Kingdom 

By grants to local Free Trade committees - - - - 

Bv general salaries of office staff, including all employed in 
London and Manchester on the general business of tUe 

League, weekly wages, 

Bv postage stamiis and postages, sundry office expenses, 
petty cash, and incidental expenses, including repairs and 
alterations, coals, cleaning, &c. " ” ” ” . 

By expenses of meetings, including hire of rooms, erecting 
hustings, and all other expenses connected with public 
meetings - - - - “ ■ 

By salaries and expenses of lecturers, including travelling 
expenses, &c. - - - 

By rents, taxes and gas, including rent of Covent-garden 
theatre, house and offices, London and Manchester 
By stamped publications, printing and stationery, reporting, 



“ Lbagpis Fund, £. 100,000. 

1 January 1845. To balance on hand 
C December. Subscriptions and bazaar receipts 
date - - “ 

To discount and interest received this year - 



f. s. d. 
20,676 19 9 

35,678 8 10 

820 4 11 

I 63,174 13 C 



349 1 7 

218 19 - 

462 12 4 
1,0.00 17 - 

1,336 14 6 

1,528 1 5 

1,669 19 ^ 
2,320 4 9 
3,992 1 8 
6,854 9 3 



By bazaar expenses, including wages of persons employed 
during the bazaar; fitting up Coyent-garden theatre, ana 
general expenditure in advertising, printing, travelling 
expenses, &c. &c. - 

Bv expenses of League newspaper, including salaries ot 
conductors, editors and contributors, stamps, paper ana 
printing ------ £.11,388 13 4 

Deduct receipts for casual sale - - 1,22 7 6 3 



6,712 13 



4 



10,161 
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By registration expenses, including salaries, traveilitig and 
other expenses of registration agents, legal expenses, wages 
of clerks, printing and stationery, expenses in registration 
courts, and general expenses on registration business - 
Balance in hand - 



£. 



£. 


s. 


d. 


15.534 


4 


1 


12,033 


11 


1 


63,174 


13 


6 



William BicMam, 1 Members of the 
Samuel Lees, j Finance Committee. 
W. Raw&on, Treasurer. 



Examined, and found correct. 

William Evans, Member of the Council. 



This, as he had stated before, was the remainder of the 100,000/. fund 5 but 
the following sheet would give the whole of the receipts and disbursements, and 
the balance on that account up to the 6th instant; he then read the following 
balance sheet : 



D^. 

January 1st. To amount of receipts as atuteraent rendered 
December 6th. To amount of subscriptions and bazaar receipts 
from January 1st to this date ------ 

December 6th. To discount and interest received this year 



£. s. d. 
86,009 7 3 

35,678 8 10 

820 4 11 



Q. 

December 6tli. To balance in hand - - - _ - 

January 1st. By amount of expenditure as per statement 
December 0th. By amount of expenditure to this date, as per 
statement - 

Balance - -- -- -- -- 



£. 



122,508 1 



12,033 11 1 

59,333 7 6 



51,141 2 5 

12,033 11 1 



122,508 



William Bichham,'\ Members of the 
Samuel Lees, / Finance Committee. 

William Rawson, IVeasurer. 



G'. Wilson, Esq. 
7 May 1846. 



Examined, and found to be correct. 

William, Evans, Member of the Council.” 

This is .signed by “William Bickham, Samuel Lees,” and “ W. Rawson,” the 
two former being members of the finance committee, the other the treasurer; 
and “ William Evans,” who is one of the members of the council ; that is all 
I know about it. 

356,'). Do you believe it to be correct ? — It is an account presented to our 
subscribers at the annual meeting. I do not think that any inquiry with respect 
to the expenses need be made by any other party except those who subscribed 
to the funds of the League. 

3566. To the best of your knowledge, do yon verify that statement ? — I believe 
it to be true. 

3567. It also appears in this paper that you made a statement with reference 
to tlie success of the exertions of the Anti-Corn Law League, and the process 
which has been adopted in the registration courts ; perhaps you would be good 
enough to look at this statement and state whether it is correct ? — 

[-4 copy of “ The League'' newspaper, dated 13 December 1845, containing 
the following passage, was shown to the Witness ;] 

“ We never should have advised the second attack upon the counties, unless, by past 
experience, we had felt justified in the policy of it ; and in order that you may judge of the 
success of that policy, I shall detain you four or five minutes longer, that you may know the 
results of our registration movements in the revision courts last October. The first county 
to which I shall refer is one over which the monopolists have sung their songs in triumph, 
85 having defeated the League therein — North Warwickshire. Owing to casualties over 
which we can have no control, certain unfavourable results in some portions of the country 
attended the efforts of the League. All that can be said is, that the monopolists baye 
had a narrow escape. (Hear.) Our clear gain in that county on the registration is \ 06 votes. 
Of 2 per cent, upon the whole number of votes. We then threw a shell into Buckingbam- 
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shire; in that county we have obtained a gam of 328 votes, which is equal tociper 
cent, upon the entire register. (Hear, hear.) We next proceeded to East Gloucester; vve 
have had a gain in claims there of 22 votes, m objections of 249; making a total of 271 
or equal to 3 per cent. The monopolists’ majority was only 70 ; and if no change in paruK 
has taken place, the county is redeemed, and we have a majority of 201. (Cheers.) The 
next county is East Somersetshire ; we have had a gain in claims of 216, or 2percetit.ou 
the whole register; and in objections of 3,58, or 4 per cent. ; the total gain being 75^^01 
5 per cent. One of the representatives is Colonel Gore Langton, a thorough repealer, and 
we hope next election to place another by his side. (Loud cheers.) W e next come to South 
Cheshire; our gain in claims was220, or 3I per cent.; on objections 177, or 2J percent.; the 
total gain being 397, or sh pei’ cent. The monopolist majority in 1841 was 669, so that 
they are still in a majority, but which, [ trust, will be wiped out before the end of this 
year. (Cheers.) The next county is East Surrey ; our gain is 186 m claims, or 3i per 
cent. ; in objections, 367, or 6 per cent. ; the total gain being 553, or 9 cent, on the old 
constituency. (Cheers.) The next is North Staffordshire; our gain in claims is 242,01 
2^ per cent.; in obj^ections, 700, or 7 percent.; the total gain being 942,01 piper 
cent. The next is South Staffordshire; the gain in claim-s is 494, or per cent.; 
the gain on objections is 442, or 5 per cent.; the total gain being 936, or n per 
cent. The monopolist majority at the last contest was 133; the majority for free trade 
at the present time is 803. (Loud cheers.) We next come to North Cheshire; the gainin 
claims in North Cheshire is 550, or 8 J per cent. ; the gain on objections is 349, or 5I per 
cent. ; the total gain 899, or goo within one, being 14 per cent, of the entire constituency. 
The monopolist majority in 1841 was 446, and up to the end of 3844 it had increased a 
little, but our gain this year leaves us in a good majority. (Cheers). We next come to Mid- 
dlesex. Middlesex, like South Lancashire, occupied ourattention last year. We gainediai843 
and 1844,466, or 3| per cent. ; this year we have gained 651 on claims, or pec cent., and on 
objections 86g, or per cent. ; the total gain being 1,520 in this year, and 1,986 inthetwo 
years, or 15 percent. The monopolist majority was 202, so that the present free trade 
majority is 1,784. (Loud cheers.) We next come to the West Riding of Yorkshire. Nothing 
can show mure clearly the improved tactics of the League over those of former attempts to 
purge this register than this table. The gain from 1841 10 1844 inclusive was only 263, but 
the gain this year in claims has been 2,1 20, or 6 J per cent, upon the whole vegisler. and 011 
objections of 22 ; making a total of 2,405, or 7J per cent. Mr. Wortley’s majority in 1841 
was 1,134. The present free trade majority is 1,271. (Great cheering.) Wenexteometo 
North Lancashire and South Lancashire. To North Lancashire we have given attentionfor 
three years. In 1843 the gain was 957 ; in 1844 it was 553; this year we have gained 777, 
or 7^ per cent, in claims ; and 715, or 7 per cent, on objections; making a total of 1,492, 
or, added to the gain of the previous year, 2,982, or 2<.)i per cent. (Cheers.) Of course, 
in the absenco of any contest for North Lancashire, wo are not in a position to say that it is 
won ; but if the qualification movement go on inthe same spirit this year as it did last, North 
Lancashire may be won by the i at 0 f J anuary (l-icnr, liear.) We next come to South 
Lancashire; our gain in claims in 1844 was 1,295, or 7 i per cent. ; in objections, 456, or 
2^ per cent. ; in the present year our gain has been 1,831, being 1,680 by claims and 251 
by objections ; total gain in this, the model county, 3,682. From this deduct Mr. Ent- 
wistle’s majority of 598, which leaves at present a free trade majority of 3,084. (Erithusiastic 
cheers.) Now as this is the county in which we reside, I shall give you the gain in rach 
polling district. In the Ashton district the gain is 84 ; in Bury, 67 ; Liverpool, 457 ; Old- 
ham, 86; Ormskirk, 73; Rochdale, 37; St. Helen’s, 70; Wigan, 62 ; and Manchester, 
1,160. (Cheers.) The monopolists have had a gain in the Bolton district, 123, whicn it 
ought to be explained has arisen from this circumstance, that last year the monopolist 
objections broke down. In Newton the monopolists gained 5 Stockport 11 ; leaving us 
altogether a net gain of 1,931. Now, gentlemen, the free tr^de majority in the counties 
I have mentioned amounts to 16,446 votes, and it is equal to the aggregate mjorities ot t le 
monopolists in 33 counties and divisions of counties ; that is, if the same efforts had een 
directed to purge the register in 33 counties with the same success to these I 
to, 65 .seats would have been added to the free traders. The gross constituencies 0 
counties we have worked is 143,731, and they are greater in amount than those 0 3- 
counties and divisions which return 70 members to Parliament. (Cheers.) fhe ^ 

constituency of England is 445,630; the numbers of those attacked are ^,43»73L . 

have dealt with nearly one-third of the entire county constituency of England. (L • 

These, then, ai-e the labours which have occupied oiir attention during the mst yea , 

f am perauaded that it is but a mere beginning; I believe it. The 
spending effort made in the various counties lo that which has been made in Sout 
shire, would clear off the entire of the monopolists from the representation of the reinu g 
counties of England within the year. These are the results.” 

I have seen so many reports of my speeches that I cannot give an 
whether this is a correct report of what 1 said or not ; I have placed 
Committee the information I possess, and I should be bound by that rather 
by any general statement at a meeting connected with the League, 
been favoured with an opportunity of revising my speech and seeing whe 
was correct or not. _ thedocu- 

3568. My only object in asking this question is to ascertain ^gnts 

meats herein quoted are correct ? — 1 do not think the documentary sta ^ 
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I have placed before the Committee have any reference whatever to the state- 
ments 1 made at that meeting ; for this reason, I think the Committee have 
merely taken cognizance of the votes that were expungea or objected to ; now 
we claim in this statement, fand I should say we ought to do so), great gains in 
consequence of these claims, and the result there given, if that report be a correct 
one, would include the result obtained upon the claims and objections conjointly 
in a certain county, over the result obtained by the other party, the majority 
remaining after deducting the gains by the other party through claims and 
objections from the gair^ obtained by us through claims and objections ; and a 
statement made before a general body of 10,000 people, which that must have 
been, would have been really with reference to the absolute gain on the counties, 
rather than the gain upon the objections. 

3569. That is exactly the part I think it essential should be understood by 
the Committee ; I have not the least wish to confine you to the statement here 
given if you do not think you have had sufficient means of verifying it ? — Not 
having had the supervision of the publication of any statement I have made, 

I could not speak to the report therein given. 

3570. I ask you whether you will furnish correct information with reference 
to the several districts, and the different items contained in that newspaper? — 
If the Committee say I should furnish such evidence, that is another matter ; but 
as to the extent of our gains in counties, that is quite another question from 
that before the Committee. 

3.571. Chaimian.l At a meeting held at Manchester of the Anti-Corn Law 
League, on December 13th, 1845, you appear to have made a speech, stating 
the result of the interference with the registration wliich the League had con- 
ducted ? — I recollect such a meeting, and I recollect referring to the registration. 

,3.572. It appears you stated on that occasion, that the clear gain in the 
northern division of Warwickshire had been 106, or two per cent, upon the whole 
number of voters ? — The report so says ; 1 cannot say whether it be true or not. 

3573. The report also states that in Buckinghamshire you obtained a gain of 
328 votes, which is equal to five-and-a-half per cent, upon the entire register ? — 
I have no knowledge of the fact that we did ; but I believe the statement there 
is substantially correct. 

3574. As to East Gloucester, you stated you had a gain in claims there of 
22 votes, in objections of 249, making atotal of 271, or equal to three per cent. ; 
do you recollect making a statement of that kind ? — I believe I made a statement 
with reference to the whole of the counties ; but as to tlie precise gains we claimed, 
unless I had the particulars before me, I can give no decided opinion, I think 
it is likely, that being our own organ, that the report would be a correct one. 
Although I had no means of revising the speech before it was printed, it is most 
likely to be correct. 

3575- You have seen the report of what passed upon that occasion in the 
paper called “ The League,” and you have no reason to believe that that statement 
is otherwise than a correct one? — I am not sure whether I ever saw the report 
previous to this morning ; I think it is likely, but I am not quite sure. 

3576. Upon looking over it, you have no reason to question that it is an 
accurate report ? — I think, from the general mode in which the League is supplied 
with the reports of meetings, it is likely to be pretty accurate. I suppose it 
was copied from the “ Morning Chronicle” or some other paper. 

3577. You spoke at that time from some papers you had in your hand?— I 
think it is likely I spoke both from notes and from memory. 

3578- You spoke from some report that was supplied to you of the result of 
the registrations ? — Certainly. 

3579. And this is apparently what may be considered the official report sent 
round to your subscribers ? — No ; there was no official report made. 

' 3580. Do you not consider “ The League” as the authorized paper of your 
body ? — Yes ; but it reports the speeches of the honourable Member for North 
Warwickshire as much as it does mine. 

3581. Do you consider “The League” the authorized paper of the association ? 
— Yes. 

.3582. And do you consider the reports which it gives of the public transactions 
ol the League are likely to be correct ?— As likely as reports in the public 
newspapers generally are. 

3583* But not more so ? — Not more so, certainly not ; not reports of meetings. 

0.41. ee 3 3584. There 
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3,584. There are no special pains talcen that the accuracy of the numbers shall 
be secured ?— 1 think not generally. 

3585. Having looked through that statement, are you inclined to impugn tlie 
accuracy of that report? — No, not at all. 

3586. Mr, Newdcgaie.] Will you state to the Committee whether you have 
any'knowledge of any building society in Surrey to which the League have 
directed their attention? — No, not the slightest. 

3587. It appears in “ The League,” of the 1 7th January 1846, that you stated 
in January last, “It is well known that last year we dealt with registers con- 
taining 144,000 votes, or one-third of the whole county constituency of England, 
and upon that revison we had a clear gain of 16,446 votes in the aggregate," 
Is that a correct report ? —I suppose that may he inferred to be as correct a report 
of my speech as reports generally are; 1 see that it says, “ All parties are agreed 
that the crisis of protection is now approaching.” That appears to have been the 
topic discussed at that time ; I think I stated to the Committee before, that we 
had dealt with nearly one-third of the whole constituency of the country ; but 
whether this 16,446 he the clear gain or not I am not prepared to say at tliis 
moment ; I think it is likely the report is in other respects as accurate as they 
generally are. 

3.588. I find among the items of expenditure in the first paper put in to-day, 
“ By expenses of League newspaper, including salaries of conductors, editors 
and contributors, stamps, paper and printing, 11,388/. 13.?. Ad” I conclude 
you have the same reason for believing that sum to have been so expended as 
you have in reference to the other items in that paper? — Most assuredly. 

3589. The Anti-Corn Law League therefore claim an especial control over 
this paper?— They do ; it is their property. 

3590. In the paper dated the 25th of January 1845, it is reported that at a 
metling of the Anti-Corn Law League, recently held in the Free Trade Hall 
at Manchester, at which you were present, in a report which was produced at 
your instance as Chairman, the following paragrapli appears: “In conforruity 
with this plan the whole of England and Wales was divided into 13 electoral 
districts”?— I am persuaded that statement had reference exclusively to the 



boroughs. 

3,591. Chairman,'] The counties are not divided into 13 electoral districts?— 
1 think not for the purpose of inquiry. 

3592. Mr. Newdegatc^ I believe that the Anti-Corn Law League have, fortbe 
purpose of attending to the registration, divided this country into districts?— Only 
for the registration of boroughs. 

3593. Can you then furnish to tlie Committee the names and numbers of the 
agencies which you stated had been established in various localities for the puipose 
of attending to the registration of counties? — I think you will find in my evidence I 
stated the mode in which we conducted the registration in the counties, and 1 gave 
the counties which were inquired into from the Manchester office and from the 
other offices ; that really shows the division which took place in that arrangement 
I shall be glad to give the names of the parties who were retained for us in the 
courts : the parties in the office are changed sometimes every week ; but I dare 



say several of the same persons are there now^ 

3594. My question particularly applies to the agencies you have established 

in counties ; in North Warwickshire, for instance ; because it appears, in the 
course of the evidence, that a great deal is left to the discretion of those agents 
with reference to the purchase and distribution of qualifications ? — We never 
deputed any man to have control over the purchase of qualifications; that is 
entirely another subject. 1 can give the Committee the names of the parUes 
who represented us in the whole of that movement in North Warwickshire, 
respect to the qualification. . 

3595. I have reason to believe, and it has been frequently asserted by tiie 

members of the League, that the Anti-Corn Law Lea^e have estabhsne 
connexion with or appointed agents in various counties, or divisions of counfies, m 
England ; are you aware of that fact ?— There are two classes of agencies. If 7®^ 
ask me who the agents were who attended at the revision courts, I can give )0^ 
the names ; but if your question is with the view of ascertaining who we 
the legal agents through whom the properties were conveyed to parties w ^ 
sdught for a new qualification, I confess it is not in my power to give 
jjiformation, for the best of all possible reasons, that in all districts the 
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parties selected their own agents : I can do this : I can give the names of the 
paities to whom w'e should have referred any one who had made inquiries as to 
obtaining a county qualification. 1 will take North Warwickshire as an illus- 
tration. I find Mr. James Morris, who resides at Coventry, is our legal agent 
in the revision court ; he was retained for that specific object, and that alone ; 
but if any party, as frequently free-traders did, communicated with us with the 
view of purchasing a qualification for North Warwickshire, we should at once 
have referred him to some respectable local free-trade solicitor, and in all proba- 
bility we should have named Mr. James Morris as the man, with whom he 
should communicate. 

3596. Are you aware that it is commonly understood that Mr. Morris is 
retained to conduct that business for them, or not regularly retained, if you 
like it, but strongly recommended? — I should recommend him to any one who 
applied for information, as the best party to make their inquiries of respecting 
qualifications in North Warwickshire. 

2597. Then am I to understand that the statements which are fi’equently 
made of the Anti-Corn Law League having already established or intending, 
where they have not, to establish such agencies or connexions in different divi- 
sions of certain counties are erroneous? — I am not aware that we have made 
any statements or given any countenance to any opinion that we were disposed 
to establish such agencies in counties. 

3598. Then you cannot account for the various statements that have been 
made by the Honourable Member for Stockport and other members of the Anti- 
Corn Law Lague to that eflect? — I cannot. 

3599. Mr. C. IVood.] Do you know that they have made those statements - 
I think it is likely they have made such statements. 

3600. Mr. Newdegate.] Do you believe they had any sufficient grounds for 
making these statements with reference to the League ? —I believe they would not 
make such statements without having sufficient grounds for making them. 

3601. Chairinan.l But if a party in any county applied to the Anti-Corn Law 
League for advice in the purchase of a qualification in these counties, you 
have certain friends to whom you would refer them on the subject V — It is very 
likely we should refer them to the parties who are retained by us in the revision 
courts. 

3602. But you have not yet had any system of fixed reference in such cases? 
—Not with reference to the purchase of qualifications. 

3603. Mr. Nexvdegate?^ Are you aware that in many divisions of counties 
subsequent to the exertions of the Anti-Corn Law League advertisements have 
been inserted in the local newspapers stating that facilities were afforded for 
procuring qualifications for the franchise in those counties to free-traders ?-- 
Yes 5 and it was done also by the other party. 

3604. And are you aware that several of those gentlemen who defend your 
cause in the registration courts are the parties who have issued these notices ? — 
I am not sure about that ; I cannot speak to that of my own knowledge ; I 
think I can give you one or two ; I think the secretary of the League has advised 
parties to acquire the qualification"; I am not aware of any others, except the 
London office ; I believe they have done it. 

3605. Are you aware that Mr. Morris has done that?— I am not; this is 
the first time I have heard of it. 



3606. With reference to the agents who were employed in the revision courts. 
I tliink you stated you could furnish a list of them, and of the districts in which 
they acted? — Yes; for North Warwickshire I believe the legal agent was Mr. 
James Morris ; I am not sure whether there was another or not ; this is the 
name sent to me for North Staffordshire, William Williams, Edward Chal- 
loner ; I am not in the possession of their addresses, but these are the names 
of the parties,— for South Lancashire, Mr. Worthington, of Manchester, and Mr. 
Henry Coppock, of Stockport, and two juniors, one of them the son of 
Honourable Member for Salford, Mr. Brotherton, and Mr. Edward Ovens ; for 
North Cheshire, Mr. Charles Hudson, of Stockport, and Mr. Henry G^tside, 
Ashton; for South Cheshire, Mr. Charles Gibson, town clerk of Salford, and 
Mr. William Roberts, of Rochdale; for East Gloucester, Mr. Septimus 
of Cheltenham; for Buckingham, Mr. E. Clarke; and for Westmorland, Mr 
E. W. Scott. , 
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3607. Those are the gentlemen who were employed by the League?— 'Who 
were employed by the League in the revision courts. 

3608. Is it the intention of the League to continue their services?— In t]jg 
event of another revision ; we are quite satisfied with their services, and shall not 
be disposed to make any change. 

3609. They are the parties to whom you would recommend persons for all 
purposes connected with the registration? — No, not for all purposes connected 
with the registration, but with reference to all legal points we certainly should 
refer persons to the parties whose names I have given. 

3610. Sir J. Walsh.] You have frequently used the expression “purification 
of the register I wish clearly to understand what signification you affix to that • 

I conceive you mean, by a perfectly pure register, a register in which all the 
good votes of a county should be registered according to the strict legal forms 
prescribed by the Act? — Yes. 

3611. And I suppose the objections you would make would enter into one of 

these two classes ; either they would have the object of removing bad votes 
or amending imperfect descriptions?' — Certainly. ’ 

3612. Then I conclude that the objections proceeding from tbe Anti-Corn 
Law League would be entirely directed agEiinst those parties who yon supposed 
did not agree with you in political opinions ? — Except in the case of death ■ I 
will give a general answer to that j we conducted the registration with a view of 
purifying the register, more especially from the protectionists, and of expunging 
the dead votes on our side. 

3613. Then the effect of the registration as carried on by you would be to 
leave great impurities on your own side ? — Yes ; only I think I should state 
this ; generally in the county in which we have made objections, we have made 
reclaims to the full extent in favour of our own party on behalf of those votes 
which were badly described on the register belonging to our party. 

3614. The effect of that would be to amend the descriptions on your own 
side at the suggestions of your own agent? — Yes. 

361,5. But the bad votes would remain?— So far as we were concerned. 

3616. Chairman.'] The object which you have in view could only be effectively 
carried out, in a national point of view, by the existence of two great nation^ 
associations ? — Yes. 

3617. Sir X Walsh.] 1 think you stated it as your opinion that a great 
central association was much more powerful and efficient for this purpose than 
any system of local registration societies would be ? — I think so. 

3618. What are the grounds of your opinion ? — I think I gave an illustration 
when speaking of the number of non-resident voters. 

3619. Are there any other reasons you would add to that ?— I think that is 
the chief one. 

3620. Should you not consider there would be a greater unity of action and 
a better organisation ?— Certainly there would be. 

3621. You think, then, that local associations could not contend, as it were, 
sufficiently against the influence of a great central association ? — That certainly 
is mv opinion. 

3622. The machinery of the League, I suppose, is not necessarily confined to 
this present political question ; but the machinery which has worked out the 
purposes of the League, in reference to registration, might be rendered equally 
applicable and efficient to any other great question ? — Not the machinery existing 
in connection with the League, but it is quite competent for any party seeking 
other objects to form a large association for the purpose of purifying the register 
in the same degree upon the principles adopted by the League. 

3623. And the machinery at present existing would be applicable — I can only 
say this— the moment the League has accomplished its object, it dissolves of neces- 
sity; I do not think we should be disposed to communicate the system we adopt 
to any other party having any different object. 

3624. Mr. C. Bet'keley.] That must be your own individual opinion ?— That 
is my own opinion ; I believe you may take from the office of the League at this 
moment a dozen men who are qualified to organise the whole Kingdom. 

3625. Chairman.] In fact, organisation for this purpose is merely a question 
of pecuniary means ? — Yes; without pecuniary means no organisation can he 
effected. 

^626. With pecuniary ipeaus you are able to command the services of efficient 
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agents in erery part of the country?— No doubt of it ; I think, howeTer, any 
other association than the League would have the difficulty we experienced in 
the first instance in inducing a sufficient number of parties to attend the regis- 
tration ; after seven year’s agitation we are in the position of recjuiring any one of 
the members of the League almost to give us information as to the quajifi- 
cation of parties residing near him. 

36.27. It would be a question after all merely of money ?~Yes, it would be a 
question of money as to the organization, but not as to the efficient working 
of it. 

3628. Sir J. Walsh.] I think I understood you that every subscriber to the 

League to the amount of 50 /., was a member of what is called the council'? 

Yes. 

3629. And the council are in fact the executive power ? — The controlling 
power. 

3630. I suppose practically it is in the hands of some few active mmbers of 
the council ?- I think it probably is to a great extent ; not altogether so. 

3631. Then the practical effect is, that the power of the League is wielded 
by what may be called a self-constituted body ? — If the 50 Z. subscribers be a 
self-constituted body, of course it is ; I should finish by saying, there is no 
employer of labour in this country who gives employment to 5,000 people and 
upwards who is not a member of the council of the League. 

3632. Mr. Newdegate.] But that number of persons is extremely limited ? — 
Limited or extensive, I believe you will find they are all members of the council 
of the League. 

3633. In fact the number of persons employing so many hands as you have 
given is a small number ? — It is small in comparison with the rest. 

3634. Sir J. IV aish.] The actual control of the affaii^ cannot be carried on by 
the whole 500 , but virtually rests with a few of the most active ?— Those who 
reside chiefly in Manchester attend to the administration of the affairs of the 
Lea^e of necessity ; but it is not unfrequent to see parties residing in London 
or Liverpool attending the League meetings in Manchester ; the daily meetings 
of the council. 

363,5. Mr. C. Berlceky.] I do not know if I understood you correctly, when 
you say that every person in England who employs 5,000 hands and upwards 
is a subscriber to the League ? — Yes. 

3636. Do you state that on authority ? — I state that from very minute inquiries, 
made by us some years ago, so far as our inquiries have extended ; and we were 
anxious to make the inquiries at one time with another object ; they led us to that 
conclusion. 

3637. Chairman.] Can you state the number of persons who employ 5,000 
hands and upwards ? — They are very few ; I believe under 20 . 

3638. Mr. Wood.] I presume you have had your attention directed to the 
present Act for the registration of voters ? — Yes, ^suredly. 

3639* Has any thing in the course of your experience of the working of that 
Act occurred to you by which it might be amended ?— Taking it as a whole, 
I should be very much indisposed to make any material alteration in the last Regis- 
tration Act ; if the Committee ask me as to any improvement 1 can suggest, 1 will 
state what occurs to me ; the first point refers to the complexity of the qualifi- 
cation ; I think it is desirable that the various qualifications should be consoli- 
dated and brought under a few general heads, 1 have not prepared myself to 
suggest how that should be done ; I should leave that to the law officers of the 
Crown, or other legal gentlemen to do it if possible ; 1 do not think it presents any 
insuperable difficulty; I think it might be accomplished ; and I do not think 
you will succeed in purifying the register much, until that is attempted ; the 
next great impurities arising upon the register are from theannual disqualifications, 
^d, as I stated before, I think they generally amount to pretty nearly 10 per cent, 
per annum; they are inevitable, and ought to be provided against in some way or 
other, and there is no existing provision for doing that ; my remedy would be this; 
I would provide a corrective remedy for the disqualifications arising from deaths, 
removals, sale of property or insolvencies ; these various classes come generally 
wthin the knowledge of the overseers, because the disquahfication is a matter of 
fact, and generally of record ; I will show the Committee how, I think, with very 
little difficulty, this information may be obtained ; the deaths the overseers could 
ascertain from the register, the removals from the rate-book, sales from adver- 
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■ nouncements ; I think the overseers in those cases might, with very little atten" 

7 May 1846. tion, succeed in procuring information witli respect to them ; I think unon 
inquiry, these four classes will he found to comprise pretty nearly seven-tenths 
of the annual disqualifications. 

3640. "What would the other three-tenths consist of? — They would consist of 
those who had lost their qualification. I propose to this extent (seven-tenthsl 
that the remedy should be applied, not by a partial or antagonistic body, but by 
some body constituted by the State ; I propose that the seven-tenths should be 
reached by the Government, not by a political body or association ; I think I shall 
show the Committee how that could be done witli very little expense. The dis- 
qualifications will embrace three classes, first the residents within the township 
or parish ; secondly, non-parochial residents ; thirdly, non-county residents. I 
think the Committee will remember, that on the last day I pat in a Table showing 
thenumber of non-residents in certain counties, consisting of two classes ; first, resi- 
dents within the county, but not within the township or parish ; and, secondly, non* 
residents without the county ; these are the three classes I propose to deal with 
and I will deal with them in this way : with respect to the first, that is, residents 
within the township or parish, I would avail myself, as at pi’esent, of the agency of 
the overseers, only I would enforce it more stringently. In his own township or 
parisli the overseer would have no difficulty in making all the inquiries requisite 
with regard to the qualifications 1 have mentioned. With respect to the second 
class, nonparochial residents, those who reside within the county, but not in the 
parish for which they are registered, I would throw upon the clerk of the peace, 
or some such officer, the obligation of transmitting to the overseer, in addition to 
his own township or parish list, a list of all voters residing witliinhis township or 
parish whose qualifications are elsewhere in the county. I tliink by these means 
I should reach these two classes. Then I would require from the overseer 
periodical returns to the clerk of the peace of the disqualifications which had 
arisen or might arise from time to time within his cognizance. In the first place 
he is cognisant of those already on the register within his own township ; all the 
overseer requires to be supplied with from some other authority is the names of 
parties residing in his township who have qualifications in some other part of the 
county. Now I think I have provided for that by requiring the clerk of the 
peace to transmit from time to time the names, in order that he may write upon 
the list the grounds of disqualification. I sliall deal with the mode in which I 
would make the objections immediately. Then I come to the non-county resi- 
dents. I would open a central office in the metropolis, under the control of the 
Home Secretary, in which should be kept an alphabetical national register of all 
the county electors in the Kingdom, showing the number of qualifications pos- 
sessed by the same individual in different counties ; and in the event of his 
personal disqualification, enabling the correction of the several registers in 
which his name appears. This book being strictly alphabetical as to the 
names of voters, should have opposite to those names as many blank columns 
as there are counties. A single entry of the name would thus suffice, the 
votes in counties being marked in their respective columns. From this 
ledger-register, lists might be prepared for transmission to clerks of the peace 
of those voters residing in his county, but having votes in any of the other 
counties. The clerks of the peace should subdivide and ti'ansmit the names 
in parochial arrangement to the different overseers, and these would be bound 
to report the disqualifications in such lists to the clerks of the peace, and 
by them to the central office. I think the Committee will find there will be no 
objection to this in its mode of working, because the objections here are so 
exclusively to matters of fact rather than to legal points, that there would he 
no difficulty in carrying it out with advantage to all parties, and with very little 
inconvenience to any. I can show that the keeping of such a national register 
would not be a very serious business to undertake ; for example, in the West 
Riding you have 36,000 voters, so that it really would be only keeping 12 
registers equal in size to that of the West Riding. I am persuaded there would 
he very little difficulty about it ; and the whole expense of a central office need 
not amount to more than 500 1 or 1,000 1 . a year. In this book I would keep 
an alphabetical register of all the county electors in the Kingdom, not divided, in 
the first place, according to the counties, but strictly an alphabetical list of the 
names of all the parties upon all the county registers in the Kingdom. I 
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show the number of qualifications possessed by tlie same individual in different 
counties, so as in the event of his personal disqualification, as I have said 
tvould enable the correction of the several registers in which his name appears! 
Suppose it is by his death or removal, which is a personal disqualification, I 
shoid then have a record of the number of counties to which the same objec- 
tions would apply at once. If dead, of course he would be expunged from all. 
Now we have only to multiply the case of Mr. Neeld: suppose the Member for 
Chippenham had a number of other qualifications, not equal in number to those 
he had in his own county, but suppose he had a number of qualifications 
throughout the Kingdom, and he dies ; you have first to expunge the 1 0 in North 
Wilts, then to expunge 8 or 10 or 12 in other counties. This great ledger, this 
alphabetised register would at once point to the particular county in which his 
property was situated, and it would give the objection at once from the central 
office to the whole of the counties in which he was registered. I have not 
come to my mode of objecting. I first wish to show the central office would 
have cognizance of the whole of the qualifications possessed by each individual. 
I think 1 have shown in this way in the first instance you would get cognizance 
of the whole of the voters in the Kingdom, that is, township residents, town- 
ship non-residents, and outlying voters, resident outside the county, and by a 
few simple strokes I think you command a knowledge of the whole. I have 
said, this book being strictly alphabetical as to the names of the voters should 
have opposite to these names as many blank columns as there are counties. I am 
prepared, before the Committee closes its labours, to produce a sketch showing how 
this would operate, and that it might be carried out with very great ease. A single 
entry of the name would suffice, the voters in counties being marked in their 
respective columns. These can probably be better explained by a diagram or 
a scheme, and I shall feel great pleasure in presenting it. I tliink the Com- 
mittee will find the number of names to be recorded would be nothing like a 
number which it would be impossible to record, and the number of entries would 
be much fewer than the number of names would at first lead one to suppose 
would be the case. I have said from this ledger register lists might be pre- 
pared for transmission to the clerk of the peace of those voters residing in his 
county, and having votes in any of the other counties. In the first instance I 
reach, by the local overseer, the residents within the township upon his own 
township register. In the next I reach those residing in his township who are 
upon other township registers for the same county from the clerk of the peace ; 
and, lastly, I reach those who are non-residents from the central office. In the 
first instance, all non-residents are taken cognizance of by the central office. 

3641. Mr. C. fVood.'] Have you in the statements already made to the Com- 
mittee suggested a mode of obtaining information as to the possible personal 
disqualification of voters resident out of the county which you have suggested as 
to voters resident in other townships within the same county ?— I think I have 
given it. Then to make this information available for the purification, of the 
register, I would make the overseers responsible for the objections to be taken 
to the resident voters, as at present ; therefore, there is no alteration so far as 
it takes place between the present law and the amendment suggested. 

3642. CAamnan.] Do you mean penal responsibility ? — Yes ; I would have 
some mode of enforcing great attention; the clerk of the peace should be 
responsible for the objections to the non-parochial residents, and the national 
central office for the non-county residents, and by this means I think we should 
promote, in the first instance, a uniform system throughout the county, which 
'vould he unobjectionable because it would not be a party system ; and the 
objections would be levelled against those votes which were really spurious ones, 
and spurious ones to the knowledge of the office ascertained by facts. I would 
leave no case which involved a long legal inquiry ; I would not consider such a 
one as that a proper subject for official objections. 

3643. You would leave such a question still to be raised by private parties? — 
Certainly, that is the way I would deal with the remainder ; this would not in 
any degree supersede the necessity of political parties attending to the purifica- 
tion of the register, but it certainly would conduce to a more general and uniform 
system and mode of objecting and purifying the register than at present. It 
^ a very simple arrangement, and is now in operation to a great extent at the 
^ague from day to day, as I think I could show' the Committee at once, with 
the exception of the national registry, and that I believe would have been in 
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7 May 1846. ease attend to them during the year, and the parochial non-residents coSi 
easily be attended to by the clerk of the peace within the year, and the others 
the parochial residents who are disqualified, would be attended to as they are 
at present. I imagine the whole labour would be comparatively trivial, aad od 
the other hand, would certainly avoid the necessity for committees of inqiiirv 
into objections made usually by political parties. ^ 

3644. Chairman.'] Would you see no difficulty in identifying upon a national 
register persons of the same name ? — Not if their residence is different. 

3645. A father and son, for instance, of the same name ? —They rarely live at 
the same residence, and they are generally found on the register as senior and 
junior ; I think those cases would be comparatively few. 

3646. Take the case of a Welsh county, for instance, where the name of John 
Jones is on almost every other door ; would there not be a great difficulty in se- 
parating such names ?— I admit there would he a difficulty j still if the residence 
is not the same, they must be identified. 

3647. Have you considered the means by which you would identify persons 
having a name of common occurrence in the same locality ? — Wherever they are 
properly described in the second column there would be little difficulty; it 
depends on the description in the second column. After the first revision, it 
would be found the description had very much improved, the description would 
become more perfect. I think it is desirable, in the first instance, to expunge the 
annual disqualification ; and I do not see how you can ensure attention to that 
unless you possess the information that will enable you to do that, and I cannot 
see the mode in which you will possess that information unless it is through 
some central body which shall take cognizance of the out-lying voters. 

3648. Mr. C. Wood.] The object of the amendment you suggest is, that dis- 
qualifications arising from matters of fact, shall be made a matter of official duty? 

3649. In the first instance you would impose that duty on the overseers?— 
Certainly. 

3650. Do you think, taking the country throughout, the overseers are com- 
petent to perform it ? — I say upon the overseers, because they are the existing 
body who really attend to it ; that by no means precludes you from considering 
whether locally another and improved system might not be devised, or other 
agents selected who would attend to it better locally than the overseers do, I 
assume that by the present law the overseers make out the lists as in fact they 
do. I should he rather disposed to thinlc that generally they were competent ; on 
the other hand, I believe there are a great number who are incompetent to perform 
the duty the Act requires. I think you would ensure a much better attention to 
the registration by the overseers, if the clerk of the peace did from time to time 
make the inquiries which I have suggested ; that of itself certainly would 
entail upon the overseers the necessity for constant inquiry into the state of the 
qualification. 

3651. Are you of opinion, unon the whole, that the present overseers would be 
competent to the discharge of this duty ?— It is a very nice question to answer ; 
I think upon the whole they are. I think other agents might be appointed, but 
the expense would be so great that I should not be disposed to insist upon it in 

, the first instance. 

3652. The information as to death is in all cases to he furnished by the over- 
seers in the parish or township in which the voter resides r — That information 
he could obtain from the registrar. 

3653- Is the overseer pretty sure to be cognizant of that fact in large parishes ? 
think he is in large parishes ; you have the registrar to whom he can apply 
for that information. 

3654. Is it always in his power to ascertain it if it be made a matter of duty? 
— Certainly. 

3655. Does the same observation apply to removals ?— I think he in general 
ascertains the removals, and inserts them in the rate-book ; so he is himself tb® 
proper party to ascertain the removal. 

^56. How could you depend upon his being cognizant of the sale of property? 
—He would have more difficulty in the question of sales ; he could only obtain 
that in the way in which he now obtains it ; he frequently objects to parties on 
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the register who have lost their qualifications from the sale of property or 
otherwise. 

3657. Chairman.\ From, notoriety in the district ? — Yes. 

3658. That, of course, w-ould not reach secret transactions? — Certainly not. 

3659. Mr. C. Wood.'] Would not the difficulty be still greater in the case of 
persons resident elsewhere 1 — No doubt. 

3666. With regard to insolvency ?— There are some insolvencies which are 
public, of course ; there are bankruptcies which appear in the Gazette ; there are 
compositions effected which are not always matters of notoriety ; he would have 
more difficulty in ascertaining these than in other cases ; but 1 think in nine cases 
out of ten he would procure the information requisite. 

3661- Do you think it would be competent to a country overseer to do so ? — 
Yes, whenever it is in his own locality ; persons are disposed to think that 
country overseers are more incompetent than the overseers in large districts, 
and so they are ; but still the duties they have to discharge are so few, the 
number of voters resident in the townships so few, that in all probability in the 
course of a year the whole inquiries would not relate to more than 20 or 30 
people. 

3662. Chairman^ The notoriety of the transaction in such places is much 
greater ? — Yes. 

3663. Mr. C. Wood!] With regard to this class of objections, if you make it 
a matter of official duty, would you prohibit other parties from making these 
objections? — No; I would limit the right of other parties to object; it would 
not make the slightest difference practically ; if the overseer objects, his objec- 
tion is taken first, and they are expunged at once, so that the objections of other 
parties fall to the ground ; if the other parties object to the same name no harm 
is done. 

3664. What is the practical advantage, then, of making it a matter of official 
duty ? — Insuring its being attended to, while, on the other hand, it would leave it 
to the option of the party. 

3665. Would you in the case of these objections officially made require notice 
to be sent to the parties objected to ? — I think I should require the notice of 
objection to be sent, in order that, in the event of the overseer having obtained 
incorrect information as to the death of a party, the party not being dead, no 
prejudice might be done to the party himself if he appeared, or authorized his 
agent to appear for him, and substantiated his vote ; for fear of prejudicing any 
party by it 1 would require the forwarding of the notice to the parties so addressed 
on the register by the overseer, to prevent accidents of that description. 

3666. Is it not the case that at present, on an overseer’s objection, a party 
must appear either by himself or his agent, even in case the overseer object on 
mistaken grounds? — ^Yes. 

3667. Can you suggest any mode of obviating the necessity of appearance in 
such cases ? — I cannot. 

3668. Is not the difficulty considerably increased in the case of persons not 
resident within the county ? — It is ; but I think the mode of keeping a national 
ledger would obviate the whole difficulty. 

3669. Do you think there would he any great objection to striking offhe 
registers of counties all voters who were non-resident voters ? — 1 think that would 
make such a great change in the constituency, that it would require very great 
consideration indeed before you decided upon its being done. 

3670. Can you form any estimate of the proportion of county voters wbo are 
non-resident voters? — I gave in a table on the last day, which shows that it is 
15 ^ per cent. 

3671. Chairman.] That 15 ^ per cent, is taken by a comparison of the num- 
bers of 12,779 with the numbers 84 , 142 . Does not the number of 84,142 in- 
•^lude a great number of duplicate votes within those counties ? — I dare say 
it does. 

3672. Then, in fact, the 12,779 in the one case, and the 84,142 in the other, 
each of them represent not the absolute number of individuals,- but a number of 
votes, many of them beine held by the same parties ? — Yes ; it includes the 
duplicates. 

3673' You cannot from these figures draw an accurate statement of what the 
average number of individuals so reduced would he?— No; I believe you 
fiud the per centage would not be reduced more than half per cent. ; my remedy 
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is really addressed to the classes pointed out in this table, and hereafter on com 
paring my remedies with the classes here pointed out, I think you will find that 
every class is really reached; upon tliis table I find that in 10 counties ther^ 
are voters resident in the county, but not in the township or district for which 
they vote, 14,549 or \ 7 \ per cent. : these I propose to reach through the clerks 
of the peace; then out of these 10 counties there are 15| per cent, of voters 
residing altogether without the county ; that class I would reach through the 
agency of the central office. 

3674. The 10 counties of which you have given a statement are counties which 
have been a good deal contested, and where political feeling has been a good deal 
developed ? — Some of them, but I think they are an average selection ; they have 
not been selected for any special object. 

3675. Mr. C. Wood.] I think 1 understood you to state that these classes 
comprise 7-lOths of the annual changes?— Yes, 7-lOths of the annual disqua- 
lifications. 

3676. As to the mode of proceeding in the other 3-lOths you would leave it 
as it is? — Entirely. 

3677. Are you prepared to suggest any amendment in the Registration Act as 
to the mode of proceeding in other classes of objections? — No, none. 

3678. Or as to the mode of preferring claims ?— I think I should be disposed 
to recommend an alteration in the form of filling up the claim in the second 
column. 

3679. Mr. Newdegate^ Making it more specific?— Yes, making it more 
definite. 

3680. Mr. C. Wood.] Is not that as to the place of abode? — Yes. 

3681. Will you explain what you mean ? — I would give the street, the name 
or other like place in which the house is situated, the number of the house, if 
any, or the name of the township where it is in a different township ; and where 
the residence is without the county, 1 would give the name of the county. 

3682. Would you, in fact, require the same accuracy in the second column as 
in the fourth ? — Pretty nearly ; in the event of its being outside a county, I would 
require the name of the county to he given. 

3G83. Chairman.] Would you require the post town? — I would not if you 
have the name of the county ; I think we ought to be very careful in not 
requiring too much on these points. I am disposed to think for general accuracy 
you would obtain all you require by the method I liave stated. 

3684. Mr. C. Wood^ Would you leave parties open to objection upon all 
these items in the second column as is now practised as to the fourth ? — Yes; 
and for this reason, that there would not by any means be a disqualification; 
where parties attended and proved their qualification before the barrister, or 
instructed persons to do it, no evil would arise from it. 

3685. . Do you not apprehend these objections, on the ground of misdescription, 
entail considerable expense and trouble on the parties attending for’ the purpose 
of arnending some trivial point ? — That might be amended by the party having 
previously claimed correctly. 

_ 3686. Mr. Newdegate.] Would it not have this effect, that if the party changed 
his residence, even his house in the same street to another in the same street, he 
•would be disqualified ? — No. 

3687. How do you propose to prevent that difficulty ? — By sending in a fresh 
claim if he resided at No. 17 in one street, and removed to No. 19, I would 
have him send in a fresh claim for No. 19. 

3688. You would make him claim afresh, although the description might he 
sufficient for identification? — Yes; that is an extreme case, but I certainly 
should enforce the rule in that case as well as others. 

3689. Mr. C. Wood.] I understand you to say, that after the meeting of the 
legal agents at Manchester, objections were taken by tlie agents of the Anti-Corn 
Law League to every case of misdescription?— Yes. 

3690. Was that in consequence of what took place in the case of Eckersley, 
V. Barker ? — Yes. 

3991. —Is that an extract from an authentic report of the case ?— [A 
ht iras shown to the witness^ I believe so. 

3692. Have the goodness to read Lord Chief Justice Tindal’s opinion ?— Lord 
Chief Justice Tindal says, “ the direction at the head of the Form No. 2 appe^ 
to us to intend that if the house is in a street, lane or other like place in the 
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parish, the street or lane should be mentioned, and if the houses are numbered, 
the number also should be given, but that if the house and premises are not in. 
a street or lane or other like place, but in a road or on a common or the like, 
then the name of the property should be given, if known, by any or the name 
of the occupying tenant.” 

3693. Are you aware whether that is considered as having decided the law? 

The barristers have ruled differently. 

3694. Are you aware whether this was a point decided in the case, or whether 
it was merely an opinion thrown out by the Lord Chief Justice in delivering 
the judgment ? — I believe it was the latter. 

3695. Do you think it necessary that parties should be obliged to attend for 

the mere purpose of amending misdescriptions?— I do not think they should ; 
they have no occasion to attend now, if they send in a fresh claim. * 

3696. That they should be obliged to attend for amending a misdescription 

not sufficient to throw any difficulty in the way of their identification? It is 

difficult to give an answer to that ; I should say the parties who attend the revision 
court would be better able to answer that than 1 am. 

3697. Chairman.l Should you not consider any person might correct a mis- 
description without being compelled to show an authority from the voter? — No. 

3698. Mr. C. Wood.l Do you think it would be advisable to impose any 
restrictions on the present power of objecting? — No. 

3699. Do you think there would be any advantage in restraining, by the 
payment of heavier costs, an objection being made to a name which had been 
for some time on the register ? — I should be very careful indeed of placing the 
power of giving costs in any case. 

3700. Would you draw any distinction between objections to a new claim 
and the objection to a name on the register?— No; the practice of the barrister 
would secure what I believe to be the best test in those cases. 

3701 . Do you think the present amount of costs the barrister has the power 
of awarding is a sufficient protection against frivolous and vexatious objections? 
—I am sure of it. 

3702. Chairman."] How does that meet the case of objections made, but upon 
the appearance of the voter, the objection not being made ? — I think those cases 
must be extremely few. 

3703. Might it not occur with regard to a whole constituency ? — It might. 

3704. What is there to prevent any party or body of men from serving notices 
to a whole constituency, supposed to be opposed to their political views, and 
their not appearing to sustain the objections as soon as each voter appears?— 
It would be so perfectly mischievous that I cannot believe such a thing likely to 
occur. 

3705. But would it not probably succeed, in a very large number of instances, 
in knocking off a number of votes ?— It would in the event of the costs being 
paid in the first instance. If the names of the party was called over, and the 
decision was in favour of the costs being given, then, unless the objector is 
provided with the costs in the first instance, the others would stand over. 

3706. I am supposing a case of objection served, but on the appearance of the 
party, the objection not being pressed, would there be any penalty upon the 
objector ? — Certainly not, except in a case where the objection was heard. 

3707- Chuirman.] Any party choosing to pursue that course, would be pretty 
sure some of the opposing party would be struck off for want of appearance? — 
I think it would be impossible for the objector to make any selection of names. 

3708. Is it not a great grievance that a whole constituency without inquiry 
laay be called into court to defend their votes, without any security being given 
that, upon their so appearing, the objections should be so pursued against them 
^ to entitle them to costs if the objections appear to be frivolous ?— Practically 
1 never heard of such a thing arising ; it would be a great grievance. 

3709- Y’ou think it would be of advantage if it could be so, provided that a 
should not be called into court to appear to defend his vote, without there 
being some security that the case should be gone into ? — I think it very desirable 
that no vexatious objections should be made. 

37 i‘^. Mr. M. Gibson.] Have you ever drawn a comparison between the 
position of a county and a borough voter, as to the trouble of attending to the 
^ogistration ? — In a borough a man is obliged to pay his rates, in order to insure 

^•4.1 . F F 4 his 
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G. Esq. "being placed upon the register ; in a county once upon the register, an,i 
. — - unopposed, he may remain. 

7 May 1846. 3711. In fact a county voter, if I understand you, has nothing to do but to 

make his claim, and until objected to, he is never called on to substantiate it, or 
give himself any trouble about his vote?~-Yes ; I believe now, if any man choose 
to claim under a common name, John Smith, for the whole of the counties iu 
England giving the name of John Smith, which is a very common name, 
street, in this parish, and the common name of a street, he would he found upon 
half the registers in England ; I believe if an experiment of that kind was made, 
John Smith would be upon half the registers in the kingdom. 

3712. Suppose that I object at some expense to myself to this John Smith as 
a voter, and he does not appear ; his vote is consequently struck off ?— Yes. 

3713. Can I practically recover any costs from this John Smith?— No, 
I never knew a case in which costs were obtained against a voter. 

3714. Then any number of fraudulent votes might appear upon a register, so 
as to swamp a constituency, and there is no security for getting the costs for 
striking them off? — There are no costs to the objector. 

3715. I wish to ask whether you have ever turned your attention to ti:e 
expenses incurred in forming a county register, and whether there might be aay 
change of system, so as to lessen the expense ? — I think the opinions of 
Mr. James and my own entirely correspond upon that, and he Iras given the same 
evidence that I should. 

3716. Mr. C. IVood.] Are you satisfied that in the case of the objections to 
the non-resident voters of North Warwickshire, great pains were taken in making 
inquiries to ascertain the facts ? — I am quite certain of that ; I hold in ray hand 
a list containing the names of parties having qualifications in Nortli Warwick- 
shire, and who are residing out of the county ; I think there are more than 100 
names here, and in every case the return was accurate as to the actual possession 
of the qualification by the party, or as to his residence. 

3717. Have you any other suggestions to oflerto the Committee?— I am not 
aware that I have. 



Mariis, 12° die Mali, 1840. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 

Mr. Addei'ley. I Mr. Wriehtson. 

Mr. Milner Gibson. 1 Mr. W. Uowper. 

Mr. C. wood, in the Chair. 



Mr.^T. A. Paulton , 



12 May i846« 



Mr. Abraham Waller Paulton^ called in ; and Examined. 

37 1 8. Ch(mman^ I believe you are employed in the ofiice of the Anti-Cora 
Law League, in London ? — lam. 

3719. What are the particular duties which you discharge?— I represent the 

Council in London. 

3720. Are you the person to whom sums of money are paid for the purchaffi 
of qualifications? — For several counties, I have been ; Middlesex and Herts, an 
some portion of East Surrey, and some in East Sussex and Hampshire. 

3721. Mr. James has stated that when money has been paid into his hands, 0 

has paid it over to you ; is that so ? — Certainly. . 

3722. Are you competent to say, that all sums paid for such a purpose 
hands of parties at the office of the League, have been p^iid over to you. 
Certainly. 

3723. Have you an account of the sums so received by you ? — Of course 0 
ordinary entries of the receipt of the money from each party paying, either j 
cheque or in cash, to whom a receipt is given. 

3724. Are those monies paid into the bankers’ hands ?— Yes. 

3725. Who are the bankers?— Messrs. Drewitt & Fowler. . 
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3726. Are any sums paid to a general fund for the purchase of votes ?— Cer- Mr. A. W. PauUon. 

tainly not ; that is, it is not paid to a general fund exactly ; a party who makes 

an application says, “I want a vote for such and such a county, or two or three 12 May 1846. 
counties ; can you give me any assistance in the purchase of a freehold the 

conditions, of course, are made known to him ; in some cases the price is 
5 C 1 . ; in others as low, I think, 49 /. has been paid for a freehold qualification, 
and he pays the money either by cheque or in cash ; the matter is put into the 
proper bands, generally through attornies, aud the purchase is made; then the 
money which is sent to Drewitt h Fowler’s constitutes a general fund there in 
my name, upon which I draw from the aggregate amount, as required. 

3727. Do you ]^^uire from each individual w^ho applies to you to aid him in the 
purchase of a vote for any county, the pa)Tnent of such a sum as you believe will 
be adequate to the purpose of acquiring a vote in that county? — Certainly. 

3728. Isthewlfclo purchase-money for each vote defrayed by the person to 
whom the vote is Conveyed t — Certainly ; and of course the cost of the conveyance. 

3729. The whole expense of the acquisition of each vote is paid by the indi- 
vidual who acquires the vote ? — Certainly. 

3730. I think I understood you to say that the sum differed in various coun- 
ties? — Yes; I do not know the exact amount; there is some slight difTercnce, 
according to the. value of the properties ; I do not knoAv that it differs in various 
counties, but in the same county the amount paid for a qualification may differ 
according to the higher or lower value of the property. 

3731. Whatever is the cost of the qualification, is that, together with the 
expense of acquiring it, defrayed by the person who acquires tlie vote? — Certainly. 

3732. Mr. Aiidarley^ What sort of qualification can a person acquire for 49 /. ? 

~ A rent-charge. 

3733. That is to say by clubbing together ? — Yes ; a certain number of persons 
agree to take rent-charges upon certain property, w'hich either ii]ay or may not be 
purchased absolutely for them, and conveyed in separate portions. 

3734. What sort of assistance do applicants expect by writing to your office to 
purchase a qualification ? — After the application lias been made, the matter is 
referred to Mr. James, and sometimes he has particulars of property in his pos- 
session ; if not, as a matter of course inquiries are made, and after the eligibility 
of the property has been investigated, he proceeds to get the conveyance. 

3735. Then that is only the assistance of information ? — That is all. 

3736. What assistance do they get by paying money into your hand.? 1 — Only 
they are relieved from any further trouble ; they have no further trouble in the 
matter at all. 

3737. Except for that, they might just as well make, the purchase them- 
selves ? — Certainly ; only parties prefer, in an investment of that kind, to relieve 
themselves from the trouble of looking out for small properties themselves, and 
as we offer facilities, they avail themselves of them. 

3738. Do you believe that any person could purchase a qualification for so 
small a sum as 49 L, except through such a society as yours ? — I do not see why 
they should not purchase such a qualification upon independent grounds, as well 
as through us. 

3739 - From your knowledge, do you think that sum would be suflicient ? — 

In certain ’localities it would i I do 'not think it would be found sufficient in 
Middlesex ; I do not think we had a single qualification in Middlesex which cost 
less than 56 /. 

3740. Mr. JV. Cowper.'] Can you state what portion of that 49 /. would be 
employed in the expense of the conveyance ? — 1 think very likely 4 /., or 
4 guineas. 

3741 . The attornies employed in the registration are, I suppose, paid out of the 
geneml fund of the League ? — Cej'tainly not for this business ; the registration 
advocates that are specially engaged by the League are no doubt paid their 
ordinary fees by the League. 

3742. Chair7n.an.\ Do you in point of fact afford any pecuniary assistance at all 
from the League fund, for the purchase of these votes ? — Certainly not. 

0.41. GG 3743- Are 
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3743. Are you aware of a transaction which took place in the early part of this 

year, as to the purchase of some votes for East Sussex, on the property of a Mr 
Manfield ? — I am awai*e of the fact. ^ 

3744. Have the goodness to look at that list [a IM of names spoken to ky ]ljf 
James U'as skoto-n to the Witness ] ; do you know any of those names?— Yes - I 
know Mr. Ritlgway, and some othem ; Mr. Perfect I have no personal knowledge'of 

3745. Can you speak to having received from any of those persons sums of 
money for the purchase of a qualification ? — Certainly. 

3746. Have any of those to whom you can speak? — Mr. Thomas Ridgway, Mr. 
Richard Cobden, Mr. Frederick Mowat ; I cannot say that I know pei-sonallr* 
or that I have any recollection, from the multitude of jiersons who call at the 
office, of any beyond those three names ; I could give the names of other parties 
who have purchased qualifications through the Leagno. 

3747. Mr. Adderley.] Can you state the amount which lifu? passed through 
your hands in the course of the year for the purchase of qualifications? — I think 
very likely 20,000 Z. within the last two or three weeks of January, perhaps in 
the whole of January. 

3748. Chairman.] Was this sum paid for the purchase of qualifications in the 
counties you have named 1 — Certainly ; but then it must be remembered also 
that a good many parties who apply to us in the first instance, subsequently give 
us the information that they have found eligible projrerty themselves, aiid, of 
course, make the purchase themselves, without troubling us in any way. 

3749. Mr.. Adderley.] What sort of guarantee do you impose on any of those 
applicants as to their politics ? — No guarantee whatever, except the fact that they 
are free-traders. 

3750. Do they state that?— No ; we take it for granted they would not make 
application to us for the purchase of fi-eohold qualifications, except they were free- 
traders ; there is a very considerable number of the parties who make applications, 
u'ho are either directly or indirectly known to me, or -with whom I am acquainted. 

3751. Is free trade the only point upon which their politics arc ascertained?— 
Certainly ,* we have no genei-al political contcssioii of faith. 

3752. Is free trade the only point upon which their politics arc asked?— Cer- 
tainly. 

3753 - Mr. W. Cowper,] Are you aware of having given qualifications for votes 
to persons who are Conservatives in politics but free-traders ? — I think a great 
number of Conservatives in the North have taken qualifications expressly for the 
purpose of having votes at county elections, hut I do not think that applies to the 
same extent in the southern counties, or those surrounding Middlesex ; although 
I believe there are several, I do not recollect any one specifically at present 
within my own cognizance in Middlesex and the surrounding counties. 

3754 - Chairman.] In point of fact you assume whoever applies to you to pur 
chase a vote is a free-trader? — Certainly. 

ST.'jS* I think I understood you to say that all the money passes through your 
hands ? — It would either pass throug-li my hands or be lodged in Drewitt & Fowler’s 
bank in my name ; I Avoiild not pledge myself that I should have been in the room 
on all occasions when money has passed into the hands of the League. 

3756. Is any body but yourself authorized to draw money from Drewitt’s bank? 
— Certainly not. 



Mr. Alfred Lench Saul, called in ; and Examined. 

3757 - ARE you employed in the office of the Anti-Corn Law League in 
London? — I am. 

3758. What are your duties there in general ?— I act as secretary and cashier. 
3759 -_ Are you aware that parties not unfrequently apply for information as to 
the possibility of acquiring the franchise in different counties, and pay money to 
you for that purpose ?— Yes, they do ; either to me, Mr. Paulton or Mr. James; 

sometimes to one, sometimes to the other; perhaps oftener to me than either 0 

the other two. 

3760. What 
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3760. What becomes of the money which you receive for that purpose ?— It is 
paid first of all into the hands of Drewitt & Fowler, and after that I have nothing 
to do with it. 

3761. Is all the money you receive for that purpose paid by you into Erewitt 
& Fowler’s hands ? — ^Yes, it is. 

3762. Who is authorized to draw upon that fund ? — Mr. Paulton. 

3763. Any body else? — Nobody at all. 

3764. You stated you were in the habit of receiving money from individuals 
applying to you in order to acquire a qualification? — Yes. 

3765. Is any money paid in by any body to any general fund for that purpose ? 
— Certainly not. 

3766. Do you then, in the case of money which is paid to you for the purpose 
of acquiring a vote, receive always from the individual who wishes to acquire the 
vote, a sum sufficient for the purpose of acquiring it?— Yes ; all money that has 
been paid into the hands of the League for the purpose of obtaining a qualification 
fora vote, I think in every instance is paid into my hands to be passed into the 
hands of Drewitt k Fowler. I know, if parties want a qualification they pay a 
certain sum of money into my hands, and I pass it into Drewitt k Fowler’s. 
With regal'd to the sufficiency of the sum, that of course is left to Mr. James 
who attends to it, 

3767. Mr. AdderkyJ] Are they generally about the same sum? — Yes, as near 
as possible ; they differ very little. I feel morally certain the sum they pay is 
sufficient. 

3768. What is generally the sum? — From 50/. to 56 1 . 

3769. Chairman.'] Did you ever receive money from Mr. James that had been 
paid into his hands for this purpose ?— Yes, very frequently. 

3770. What have you done with it then? — That has been passed into the 
same bankers’ hands, Drewitt k Fowler. 

3771 . You are not cognizant of the mode in which the money is applied ? — Cer- 
tainly not; 1 can give no evidence of that. 

3772. Mr. Wriglitson.] Is the account at Drewitt k Fowler’s merely for 
money jiaid for the purchase of qualifications for votes, or is there any other 
account at Drewitt k Fowler’s but for that money?— There is no other. 

3773. They are not the bankers for the League generally ? — No. 

3774. It is quite a separate thing, and confined to money for the purchase of 
qualifications ? — Yes ; and it is on that account, that it may be kept quite distinct 
from all other monies received, that it is paid into their hands. 

3775* Chairman.] The London bankers of the League are Smith, Payne k 
Smith, I believe ? — Ihe League have no hankers in London ; the money we 
receive for the general fund is all passed to Manchester, and re-distributed by the 
committee there. 

3776- Then this account at Drewitt & Fowler's has been opened by 
Mr. Paulton for this particular purpose ?— Yes ; for no other purpose whatever. 

3777. Mr. Adderley.] Are you aware that any money is drawn from other 
soiu’ces by the League for the purchase of votes, besides the fund at Drewitt k 
Fowler’s? — That can hardly be called a fund; for instance, if you required a 
qualification you would pay into our hands a sum of 56 /., and in due time you 
■would receive a qualification in return for it. 

3778- That is, a sufficient sum is paid? — It is an adequate sum. 

3779. You cannot speak to the cost of the qualification being exactly that 
sum? — I cannot speak to that ; I do not understand the details. 

3780. My question is, whether you are aware of any sums being drawn from 
any other fund by the League for the purchase of votes ? — No ; I know of no other 
fund than that, and that fund is created by the amountsrpaid by each individual 
for the purchase of a qualification. 



O-41. 
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Mr. J. Payne. 



14 Mrty 1846. 



Jmis, 14” die Mail, 1840 . 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 

Mr. Newdegate. j Lord Sandoii. 

Sir. J. 0. Walsli. j Mr. G. BauUeR. 

THE HONOURABLE CRAVEN BERKELEV, in the Chair. 



Mr. Julian Pap?e, called in ; ami Examined. 

3781. Mt. Neit-degatc-l YOU have acted on the part of the Conservatives of 
Middlesex in the registration of votes, I believe ?■ — For many years. 

3782. How long liave you been so concerned? — About 12 years. 

3783. Before the Registration Act? — Yes. 

3784. Are you a solicitor? — I am not. 

3785. Have you of late years perceived any difference in the manner in which 
the business has been conducted on the other side, namely, tlie Liberal or Free 
Trade party, in the registration courts ? — There has been a considerable increase 
in the business of the registration courts within the last two years, more parti- 
cularly in the last year, in consequence of the interference of the Anti-Corn Law 
League. 

3786. Who attended in the courts as agent for that party? — There were 
several agents ; Mr. James was the principal. 

3787. You have stated that there has been a considerable increase in the 
business before the registration courts ; can you state any characteristics of that 
increase or change in the business which you luid theretofore known, as con- 
ducted in those courts ? — Yes ; iu consequence of a considerable increase in the 
number of new claims appearing upon tlio lists, in batches as it were, we made 
it OUT business to make inquiries, and to make a vast number of objections, 
which we should not have done had the business been conducted as it had been 
in former years, namely, by an agent connected with the county only. 

3788. Then you mean to assert that there has been foreign interference, if 
I may so term it, with the registration? — Yes. 

3789. What reasons had you for believing that ? — In districts where a number 
of votes have been made, it has been well known, and a general subject of con- 
versation, that property has been purchased by the Anti-Corn Law League, and 
cut up into votes ; we have found that out to some considerable extent, and in 
order to test those qualifications, we have been compelled to make objections 
to the votes. 

_ 3790. And having so tested them, have you reason to believe that your suppo- 
sition, with reference to the nature of the qualifications being such as you have 
described, was correct ? — We can only go by hearsay that the property was 
purchased by' the Anti-Corn Law League ; in the registration courts we have 
no means of testing that fact; all we could do was to test the validity of the 
vote. 

3791. Were the votes you so tested of one character as regards the qualification 
of the voters? — They were various, but principally rent-charges; in the parish of 
Heston, upon applying for the list, I discovered 23 rent-charges, all of one 
character, and on referring to the same list, 1 found Mr. W. H. James’s name 
as claimant for the same property. 

3792. Was the qualification a good one ?~It was not. 

3793. Was the case heard ?— Mr. James did not appear, or, rather, he did not 
attempt to support his qualification; his name was expunged. 

3794- I think Heston is near Hounslow, is it not ? — It is ; Hounslow is a por- 
tion of the parish of Heston. 

3795. Have 
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3"95- you tlie names of tlie persons qualifying for that property in Hes- 
ton ?— I have. 

3796. Will 3'ou be kind enough to read them ?— They are as follows: — Wil- 
liam Valentine Bicknell, 3, Blackman-street, Southwark, Surrey; William John 
Birch, 20, Park-road, Regent’s-park, Middlesex ; Robert William Boarer, Ron- 
derbiie-street, Folkestone, Kent; Crawford Burkitt, 16, Wellington-street, 
Lonclon-bridge, Surrey; William Comle}', 7, Osboriie-street, Whitechapel, 
Middlesex; William Daniels, Bradfield Cottage, Northampton-street, Lower- 
road, Islington, Middlesex ; John Dye, 2, Alfred-place, Bedford-square, Mid- 
dlesex; John Gadsby, 7, Ridgemount-place, Hampstead-road, St. Paacras, and 
also at 4, Fairfield-place, Manchester; Peter Golding, 33, Ludgate-street, 
City; "Williani Henry James, 15, Bndge-street, Blackfriais, London; Peter 
Harnelt Jennings, Buckland, Dover, Kent; George Jennings, The Shrubbery, 
Rover, Kent; James Kilner, 8, Grove-lane, Camberwell, Surrey; Josiah Lowe, 
8, Nelson’s-terrace, Stoke-Newington, Middlesex; Robert Miller, 34, Trinity- 
square, Tower-hill, City, London ; Abraham Walter Paulton, 20, New-street, 
Westminster; William Ruston, Percy Cottage, Upper Tulse-hill, Surrey; Ed- 
ward Barker Sutton, Elengall-grove, Old Kent-road, Surrey; Charles Wardell, 
43, Westbourn-terrace, Paddington, Middlesex; Hensleigh Weagvvora, 42, 
Chester-terrace, Regent’s-park, London: George Webb, 19, Bridge-road, 
Lambeth, Surrey; Browne Webb, 208, Blackfriars-road, Surrey; William 
White, jun., 108, Cheapside, London; Thomas Wilson, 43, Mary-street, 
Hampstead-road, Middlesex ; all claiming in respect of rent-charges issuing 
out of freehold land and cottages. There are 23 of them, in addition to 
the name of Mr. William Henry James, of 15, Bridge-street, Blackfriars-road, 
London, claiming as owner of the four freehold houses upon which those rent- 
charges were created. 

3797. How many of those were retained upon the register?— They were all 
retained except Mr. James’s name ; I objected to his name on the ground that 
Mr. James claimed in respect of his right to this property, the fourth column 
requiring that whei'e rent-charges are put upon the list, the owner’s name should 
be given, and I found the owner’s name there to be Robert Smale ; so that it either 
was Robert Smale’s or W. H. James’s; if it was Robert Smale’s, W. H. James 
liad no right to be upon the list ; if it was W. H. James’s, the claimant had no 
right to put himself on as having the property under Robert Smale ; those were 
the grounds of the objections. 

3798. Then those votes stood upon the list in consequence of its being ruled 
that the property was Mr. James’s ?— Mr. James’s name was expunged, he not 
appearing. 

3799. That is so far as relates to his own vote? — Yes. 

3800. But the property was held to be his, or the names of the other claimants 
in respect of the rent-charge upon that property would have been expunged? — 
They stated the name of the owner of the property was Robert Smale ; the way 
in which they proved their qualifications was by a declaration . We have been 
obliged to adopt that mode of proving qualifications in this county, not haying 
the power in a great many cases to get the parties to attend. These declarations 
were perfect, and in consequence of the production of them the names were 
retained upon the list. Among the names is that of Mr. Paulton, the Secretary 
of the Anti-Corn Law League. 

3801. Can you point out any other property which had been used for the same 
purpose of acquiring qualifications ?— Yes ; there is a property in the parish of 
St. George, Hanover-square; there are a number of votes upon the list for that 
parish which we know have emanated from t’ne Anti-Corn Law League, in con- 
sequence of Mr. Hickson, who, 1 understand, is a member of the League, being 
represented as the owner of the property. 

3802. Have you any reason to doubt that Mr. Hickson is the owner of that 
property ?— I have no reason to doubt that he is the owner ; he is owner, I 
understand, of the Anti-Corn Law League offices as well. 

3803. Can you give a list of the names of the persons whose qualifications 
rest upon that property in St. George's, Hanover-square? — Yes; they are as 
follows Edward Austin, 5, Upper Porchester-street, London ; Henry Bickers, 

Paradise-row, Chelsea, Middlesex; George Blake, 6, Sussex-place, _ Pad- 
dington, Middlese.x ; John Bowring, Queen’s-square, Westminster; Williara, 

0,41 , G G 3 ChapmaHj 
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Chapman, 54, Wimpole-street, Middlesex ; Henry Spence Faii-foot, 25, Lloyd’s- 
square, Middlesex; Edwin Thomas Ilarker, 24, Upper Barnsbury-street, IsHnr 
ton; John William Marker, 24, Upper Barnsbury-street, Islington; James 
Jones, 430, Strand, London ; James Renton, Hillingdon, Middlesex; William 
Leavers, 6, Park-street, Islington, Middlesex; William Leavers, jun., 2, D«u. 
can-place, City-road, Middlesex ; Thomas Leonard, 22, Store-street, Bedford- 
square, London; Joseph Lindley, 8, Adelphi-tcrracc, Middlesex; William 
Lindley, 8, Adelphi-terrace, Middlesex ; Richard Lloyd, 85, West SmithBeld 
London, and 31, Lower Baker-street, Pentonvillo ; Joseph Martin, Brick-house* 
Wicken, Essex ; William George Moore, 38, Curzon-street ; John Pollitt, Brick- 
house, Wicken, Essex ; Samuel Payne, 54, Newman-street, Oxford-street, Loa- 
don ; Henry Thompson, 16, Northwick-terrace, St. .John's Wood; Lufkin Tracy 
56, Wood-street, Cheapside; Robert Leach Twccdalo, 56, Wood-street, Cheap! 
side; HoraceWilkinson,9, North-terrace, Camberwell; Alfred Nicholson Warnuin 
1, Bedford-place, Harapstead-road ; all claiming in respect of rent-charges in 
fee issuing out of freehold • houses, Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6, Trellick-place, 
Vauxhall-bridge road ; these qualifications were proved in the same manner as 
the others ; we had no means in the Registration Act of compelling parties to 
come before us ; so that we were obliged to be satisfied with that mode of 
proving their qualifications. 

3804. That is, in the discretion of the revising barrister? — In some measure 
it is ; but I take it, if a declaration is put in, it would be competent for the 
agent objecting to repudiate it. 

3805. Then that objection can only be received by mutual agi’eement 1— I 
apprehend so. 

3806. Have you any other instances of qualifications cut out of properties in 
the manner similar to those you have mentioned? — Yes; in the parish of 
Isleworth there have been a vast number of new claims come in the shape of 
undivided third shares, and some rent-charges upon property which a member 
of the League had to do with ; and wc had a groat deal of trouble in getting 
evidence with respect to the qualification of tliose voles. It appeared that a 
Mr. Novello, who resides No. 9, Craveu-hill, Bayswater, in the month of 
December 1844, purchased a property called Priiices-torracc, Isleworth, which 
was divided into third shares, and rent-charges granted upon it. 

3807. Have you a list of the persons whose qualifications rest upon that pro- 
perty ? — 1 have. 

3808. Will you state them? — They are as follows: — Richard Butler, 
15, Pickering-place, Paddington, Middlesex; William Butler, 15, Pickering- 
place, Paddington, Middlesex ; Robert John Bush, 62, Great Portland-street, 
London; William Baker, 35, Long Aero, London; Henry Nibbs Brown, 46, 
Baker-street, Portman-square, Middlesex; Charles Cowden Clarke, 9, Craven- 
hill, Bayswater, Middlesex ; William Enosh Durant Camming, Charlton, 
near Greenwich, Kent; John Durant Cumming, 68, London-wall, London; 
William Cumming, 08, London-wall, London; William Cooke, 8, Lodge- 
road, Saint Jolin’s-road, Middlesex ; John Cumberland, 4, Tufnell'park, 
Holloway, Middlesex; John Coleman, 172, Regent-street, London; Jeremiah 
Coleman, 1, Dowgatc-hill, Cannon-street, London; Edward. Coleman, 1, 
Dowgate-hill, Cannon-street, London; John Epps, 89, Great Russell-street, 
Bloomsbury, London ; Edward Gosnell, Three Kings-court, Lombard-street, 
London ; Charles Gosnell, Three Kings-court, Lombard-street, London; 
Jolm Gosnell, Three Kings-court, Lombard-street, London; William Alfred 
Gibbs, 76, Milton-street, Cripplegate, London; David Aspland Cfihbs, 
76, Milton-street, Cripplegate, London; David Gibbs, 76, Milton-street, Cnp* 
plegate, London; George Haigli, 7, Portman-place, Edgeware-road, Middlesex, 
John Henry Hutchinson, 10, Little Pulteney-stxeet, Golden-square, Westminster; 
John Wheatley Liggins, Balaam-street, Plaistow, Essex; Vincent Novello, 
9, Craven-hill, Bayswater, Middlesex; Joseph Alfred Novello, 9, Craven-hi , 
Bayswater, Middlesex; Thomas James Smith, Vassall-road, Brixton, Surrey, 
Leonard Sharp, 1, Dalston-place, Dalston, Middlesex; James Spowers, > 
Percy-street, Fitzroy-square, London ; Isaac Sowter, 27, Wharf-road, 

London ; James Thorne, Mawley House, South Lambeth, Surrey ; John Woofl, 
17, Cumming-street, Pentonville, Middlesex ; John Wood, 8, Little 
street, Middlesex'; Elias Wheatley Watts, 119, Wood-street, Cheapside, u 
don; all claiming in respect of undivided third shares in freehold t 

Princes-terrace ; I took a good deal of trouble in making inquiry as 
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property and I found those parties did not come into possession ofit, or it was 
agreed tl.ey were not m possession of it until after the 31 st of January 1845 

St'Ximd^ °° *“ ^ “> “P““ 

3809. Was your objection oyerruled ?-The objection stood over from time 
to time, and at last the votes were permitted to remain upon the list, although it 
was cleariy shown before the barrister that Mr. Novello was only a trustee for 
tl, osepart.es in December, and that no conveyance was made until after the 
3Ist of Jannajy ; but they were held to have had an eq uitable interest in it from 

that ^rMr Novello lite 

,3810. Have you any other instances of similar qualifications 7 — There are 
several others ot minor importance ; these are the largest. 

3811. Have you any means of ascertaining the extent to which this system of 
qualifying has gone in enlarging the number of voters upon the redster ?— From 
my observation last year I should say, that the extent to which the Anti-Corn 
Law League increased the register, by making votes in Middlesex, would be 
500 at least. 

38.2. Hare you any reason to believe that the money for the purchase of 
these properties had been subscribed or clubbed in any way ?— I have no me.r,. 
of knowing that. 

3813. With reference to objections, have you at any time since the passinw of 
the Repstration Act observed an increase in the number of objections to voters 
upon the register for Middlesex ?-I think, until the last year, I may say the 
number was diminished considerably until the interference of the Anti-Corn 
Law League. 

3814. That commenced last year? — Last year. 

3815- You mean 1845 ?— Yes; in 1844 the Anti-Corn Law League took no 
share m making objections; but they did take a share in appearino- for claim- 
ants, whom I had objected to. 

3S16. But their objections commenced in 1845 ? — They did. 

3817. Can you give the Committee any means of judging of the extent to 
which their objections went after they began to object?— My account of the 
number of their objections in 1845 is 1 , 9 G 3 . 

381 8. What number of objections was made on the part of the Conservatives ’ 
—Nine hundred and five. 

3819. Have you any means of furnishing the Committee with the number 

which were sustained respectively bythe two parties? —On our 905 objections we 
sustained 485 ; upon the 1,965 objections of the Anti-Corn Law League, thev 
sustained 968 . ® 

3820. In this number do you include the objections made by the overseers? — 

1 do not. 



3821. In neither calculation? — In neither calculation. 

3822. Have you reason to believe that this system of claims and objections on 
the part of the Anti-Corn Law League is proceeding in Middlesex, or is likely to 
proceed ?^Up to within a very short period, I understood that the Anti-Corn 
Law League was as active as ever in making votes and objections, and that they 
would pursue the same system in the registration courts; but within the last 
three or four weeks 1 have not heard any thing about it. 

3823. Is it true that in 1834 , 1835 , 1836 and 1837 the Conservative Associa- 
ti(m created a great number of qualifications in Middlesex by rent-charges, or 
otherwise?— It is not true; in 1833 , 1834 and 1835 , and, I think, in every 
subsequent year, we have endeavoured to ascertain who had qualifications and 
had not registered, and those who had not registered we obtained claims from 
p placed them on the list, but I scarcely know a single instance where the 
Louservative Association has created a rent-charge. 

3824. Were a number of votes struck off the register in 1843 and 1844 , 
whose qualifications rested upon rent-charges? — 1 think not; there may have 

oen a few, but I should say certainly not many, 

3825. In the objections which you have made to voters from Middlesex, 
What has been your system of proceeding to ascertain the validity of the grounds 
0 such objections ? — The mode in which we have always proceeded, and do 
proceed now, is to distribute lists in the various parishes, and obtain local infor- 
mation as to parties having qualifications, and if we find that they have not 
Qua incatious, and there is any doubt about it, we object. 

G G 4 3826. I think 
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3826. I think you stated, the 'exertions of the Anti-Corn Law League had 
produced a great change in the constituency of Middlesex ?— A very considerahle 
change. 

3S27. If their exertions continue, what will be the effect upon that con. 
stituency?— It will swamp the county, as regards Conservatism. 

3828. From your observation, do yon believe that most of the parties quali- 
fying had acquired a beneficial interest in the property forwhich they claimed 
as an investment ?— It is impossible for me to say that ; I cannot repudiate their 
own declaration. 

3829. I mean, that the investment had been made for any other purpose tliaa 
obtaining a qualification?— I should say not ; 1 should say the sole object had 
been to obtain a qualification. 

3830. Are these parties generally resident in the county, or othenvise?- 
Therc are a number iu the county ; in general they are distributed all over the 
country, as appears from the list I have read ; there are some at Manchester, 
some at Leeds, and some at other places. 

3831. It has been stated that the Marquis of Abercorn has granted real- 
charges to his servants for the purpose of qualifying them as voters for Middlesex ; 
are yon aware that such a practice has been resorted to ?— I know from the solicitor 
of the Marquis, that it has been an invariable rule with the Marquis to grant 
rent-charges to discharged servants after they had been a long time in his senice, 
and upon dismissing them he has given them 10/. or 20/. a year, or sometliing 
of that sort, by way of rent-charge, but not for the purpose of giving a vote. 

3832. As a retiring pension?— Yes, as a pension ; in fact, it is an annuity 
upon land. 

3833. And that is not given until the person has left the service of the 
Marquis?—! understand so; I have understood so from Mr. Froggat, the 
Marquis’s solicitor. 

3834. Have you reason to believe that since the Anti-Corn Law League 
been so active, the register is in a more ])urc state than it was ?— I think it is 
not, inasmuch as they have struck oft a number ol good votes. 

383,5. Upon what grounds? — Last year they objected to nearly all the clergy- 
men, on tho ground of some trifling inlormality in the statement of their 
qualifications ; and upon those grounds a number of them were expunged. 

3836. These errors in the description of the property, then, are sufficient to 
invalidate the vote ? — That is in the discretion of tho liarrister. 



3837. But he so ruled? — He so ruled ; but I think if we had gone to the 
Court of Common Pleas, it would liavc turned out that the barrister was wrong. 

3838. Were a great number struck off for non-appearance ? — A great nurabeu 

3839. Of the clergymen?— Yes; in fact, after we knew the first decision, it 

was useless to bring gentlemen up, knowing they could not stand upon e 
qualification they had placed upon the list. ^ , 

3840. What decision do you refer to? — The first case, I \ 

the Rev. Abraham Lendon, of Totteridgo, who claimed as “rector ^“ 7 ’ ^ 
the barrister held that without the word “freehold,” “ rector ,jj j 

cient, and expunged the name ; afterwards, by consent, Mr. Lendon being 
man, I got him on \ but the decision the barrister came to was, ® ^ 

man described himself as “ rector,” or “incumbent,” or “ ’ 

•without adding the word “freehold,” he would expunge the name. ^ 

3S41. Who was the revising barrister on that occasion?— Mr. Sha we , 
son of the Yice-chancellor of England. ^ 

3842. Had such decisions been come to previously in the registration co 



3843. In fact, that decision formed a new precedent? — Entirely 

the description of one of the claimants, whose name Walpok 

ground of informality, was corrected by the honourable Member • 
when he revised the Middlesex register the year after the Hlctricts?--' 

3844. You have attended the registration courts in almost all tne 
J have attended the whole during the period 1 have stated.^ 

3845. Have you had any knowledge of the issuing of circular ie 
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Anti-Corn Law League inquiring into the politics of voters for Middlesex ? —I 
have seen a great number of them. 

3846. Were these directed particularly to parties connected with the. city 
of London ? — I think they were directed to the whole constituency or there- 
abouts. 

3847. Have you ever known an instance of the Anti-Corn Law League ob- 
jecting and persevering in an objection to a voter who had held their own 
opinions ? — Never. 

384S. Am I to nndei*stand you that the exertions of the Anti-Corn Law League 
have superseded those of the regular party connected with the county ? — Very 
much so indeed. 

3849. Do they employ the same agent as the Liberal party formerly employed ? 
— The Liberal party never employed any regular agent ; I think Mr. James has 
about five or six years acted as their agent, but previous to that, they varied 
every year in the registration courts. 

3850. Is it your opinion that the attendance of the overseers in the registra- 
tion courts could be advantageously dispensed with ?— I do not tliink it would. 
Before the passing of the Registration Act the overseers made all manner of 
mistakes ; but since the passing of the Registration. Act the business has been 
done much better, and we have vei’y little cause to complain ; I think the over- 
seer is almost an indispensable party to attend the registration courts. 

3851. What makes you think that? — Because the overseer knows the pro- 
perty in the district, and in many cases is able to speak to the qualification ; in 
fact, both parties owe a great deal to the overseers, for they frequently make 
out the qualifications where the parties do not appear. 

38.52. Have you known the overseers fail in their duty in not objecting when 
they have known parties to be dead or removed ?— I have known a great many 
instances of their failing in that way. 

3853. But at the same time, you do not think the business of the registration 
courts would be so well conducted in their absence ? — I think not. 

3854. Has the system of objections, lately adopted in Middlesex, led to much 
annoyance to the voters ? — Very considerable indeed. 

38.55. Have you known instances of parties being brought from a great 
distance iu order to sustain their votes ? — I have known of some brought from 
Brighton, and various places where they could be got up easily by railway ; but 
the objections have been directed, in a great measure, against parties residing 
at a distance, with a view, I apprehend, to their not appearing ; it was not 
expected they would appear. 

3856. In short, you have reason to believe that non-residents have been 
principally selected as objects for objection? — I have no doubt of it; and that 
arises from the principle laid down by the barristers, that no costs shall ever be 
given unless the parties themselves appear. 

_ 3 S 57 - On what ground is that? — I hardly understand the ground; it was 
laid down by Mr. Walpole upon the first revision after the passing of the 
Registration Act; I have a memorandum, that Mr. Walpole said, on the 18 th of 
September 1843 , being the barrister who sat at Brentford for the first time 
under the Registration Act, that in awarding the last case of costs, said he 
had laid down, as a rule to which he would strictly adhere in future, that in 
cases where parties claiming compensation in costs for groundless objections 
should not have given accurate descriptions of the property for which they 
claimed, or those which he, in his discretionary power, might feel it necessary 
to amend, he would not allow costs. Mr. Walpole also said, he had laid it down 
as a rule from which he would not depart, not to allow professional gentlemen 
attending any costs. 

3858. Has that note been adhered to? — Strictly; in no single instance have 
costs been given in Middlesex where the parties themselves have not appeared. 

3859. If the parties appeared upon the objection, supposing their names were 
retained, if the description were in any respect altered by the revising barrister, 
would they obtain costs?— Mr. Walpole, and Mr. Shadwell, the succeeding 
barrister, faid it down as a rule, that whenever he made an alteration he would 
act give costs. 



0 - 41 - H H 3861, Have 



merely tends to an alteration in. 
disqualifies the voter? — No, cer- 



3860. Do you consider an objection, which 
the description, equally good with one which 
taudy not 
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3861. Have you any reason to believe that parties who have made random 
objections have sheltered themselves from costs under some trifling alteration 
in the description being made- by the revising barrister?— Yes, it is a common 
practice. 

3862. Chairman:\ You conceive that the present Registration Act is verv 

defective ? — I think it is defective in some respects. ^ 

3863. With regard to the ground you have just stated, bringing voters from 
very distant places to prove their qualification, you consider that to be a hard, 
ship upon the voter? — I think it is. 

3864. Are there any suggestions you can offer the Committee for the amend- 
ment of the present Act in that respect, or any other ?— I should suggest that 
the claimant should send a notice to the clerk of the peace, which notice 
should be accompanied by a declaration of his having the qualification; that 
notice ought to be sent to the clerk of the peace on or before the 31 st of 
January, when it is necessary the voter should have his qualification; had that 
been the case, the votes I have referred to in respect of Mr. Novello’s pr^erty, 
could not by any possibility have come upon the register; there is no difficulty 
in making a declaration to accompany the form of claim ; I hold in my hand a 
declaration by Mr. Baron Parke, in support of his vote, drawn by himself. 

3865. For what county?— Middlesex. 

3866. Have you any objection to give that in ? — Certainly not. 

[ 77 je Witness delivered in the same, as follows :] 

County of Bedford,! I, Sir James Parke, Knight, a Baron of Her Majesty’s Exchequer, of No. 

to wit. J 56, Park-streetjGrosvenor-square, Middlesex, whose name appears on the 
Retnster of Voters for the county of Middlesex, in the precinct of Whitefriars, do solemnly 
and sincerely declare, that the following statement, as regards my claim to be inserted in 
the said List of Voters, and for which I am entitled to vote for the’ said county, is accurate 
and true ; and that I am lawfully possessed of such qualification, viz., freehold chambers, 
No. 3, King’s Bench-walk, Inner Temple (occupied by Horace Waddington, Esquire), which 
I hold by virtue of a grant made to me for my life, by the Masters of the Bench of the 
Honourable Society of the Inner Temple, on or about the 24th day of Am-il, in the year of 
our Lord 1812, on a purchase made by me from the late John Jervis, Esquire, for 1,000 
guineas; and that such chambers were occupied by me until the month of November, in the 
year of our Lord 1828, when they were let by me to the said Horace Waddington, as 
tenant from year to year, for 85 1 per annum, at which rent they have been held by him ever 
since, and that they are ftowfi fide worth that rent : And I make this solemn declaration, 
conscientiously believing the same to be true, and by vii-tue of the provisions of an Act made 
and passed in the sixm year of the reign, of his late Majesty King William the Fourth, 
intituled, “ An Act to repeal an Act of the present Session of Parliament, intituled, ' An Act 
for the more effectual Abolition of Oaths and Affirmations taken and made in various De- 
partments of the State, and to substitute Declarations in lieu thereof, and for the more entire 
Suppression of voluntary and extra-judicial Oaths and Affidavits;’ and to make other Pro- 
visions for the Abolition of unnecessary Oaths.” 

Taken, subscribed and received before me, 

Henry Littledale, Esquire, one of the 
Magistrates of the county of Bedford, at 
Bedford, this 9th day of September, in the 
year of our Lord 1845. 

Declaration under the 5 & 6 W. 4, c. 62. 

X do hereby authorize Mr. Julian Payne, or any person whom he may appoint, to 
for me before the Barristers appointed to revise the Lists of Electors for the county 01 Mi - 
diesex, in support of my claim. Dated this 9th day of September 1845. 

(signed) Jd Parhe. 

I also bold in my band a similar declaration, made by Mr. Baron AldersoU) 
which I beg to hand in. 

[The Witness delivered in the same, as follows ••] 

Middlesex,! I, Sir Edward Hall Alderson, Knight, of No. 9, Park-crescent, Fortland pk ^ 

to wit. / in the parish of St. Mary-le-bone, in the county of l^^ddlesex, w 
appears on the List of Voters for the county of Middlesex, in the precinct j j’jni 

solemnly and sincerely declare, that I am entitled to vote for the said county, an 
lawfully possessed of the following qualification, viz., a set of freehold chamber , £gqiyi.e, 
No. 2, 'Paper-buildings, in tlie Inner Temple, in the occupation of P. A. Pickermg> 
of the N OTthern Circuit, Barrister at Law, at the annual rent and of the annual va u 
sterling: And I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the , ^ of 
and by virtue of the provisions of an Act made and passed m the sixth year 01 " 
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his late Majesty King William the Fourth, intitided, An Act to repeal an Act of the pre- 
sent Session of Parliament, intituled, ‘ An Act for the more effectual Abolition of Oaths and 
Affirmations taken and made in various Departments of the State, and to substitute Declara- 
tions in lieu thereof, and for the more entire Suppression of voluntary and extra-judicial 
Oaths and Affidavits ; ’ and to make other Provisions for the Abolition of unnecessarv 
Oaths.” 

(signed) Edw'* H. Aldznon. 



Taken, subscribed and received before me,) 

John Hardwick, Esquire, one of the Ma- J. Hardwick, 

gistratesof the Police Court, Marlborough- ) Magistrate for the Metropolitan Police 
street, this 12th day of September, in the District, 

year of our Lord 1845 . j 

Declaration under the 5 & 6 W. 4 , c. 62 . 



Authobity to appear for Claimant. 

I do hereby authorize Mr. Julian Payne, or any person whom he may appoint, to appear 
for me before the Barristers appointed to revise the Lists of Electors for the county of Mid- 
dlesex, in support of my claim. Dated this I2tli day of September 1845. 

(signed) Edm^ H. Alder$on. 

3867. Then you propose that some such declaration should be sent in to the 
clerk of the peace with each new claim? — Yes ; and I propose that that should 
be done in January. The voter should then, as now, send in his claim to the 
overseer, but I would make it a sine qua non that he should send a declaration 
and form of claim to the clerk of the peace. Then we should have an opportunity 
of looking at the qualifications and testing the claims in the first instance; and 
if we found they were tenable, of course we should not object to them. 

3868. Do you think it advisable to increase the power of the barrister in 
awarding costs ? — I tJaink it is. 

3869. Would you give him an unlimited power ? — No; I would give him a 
power up to 5/. ; that would bring a person from ITorkshire, for instance, or any 
distant county, and pay his expenses back. 

3870. That should be the maximum? — I think that ought to be the max- 
imum. 

3871. With reference to parties whose names have been a considerable time 
upon tlie register; supposing they are objected to, have you any suggestion 
to offer for their protection in preference to new claimants ? — No, I think not; 
if the plan I have suggested were adopted, I think that would meet the whole 
case. 

3872. Mr. Newdegate."] Would you make any distinction between the situation 
of a voter after he has been on the register some time and a new claimant ? — 
No, I do not see why you should, under my plan ; I think no objection would 
emanate from any party, unless there were fair grounds. 

3873. What security would you propose ?— I would have a deposit for costs. 

3874. You would in every case have a deposit for costs ? — Yes. 

3875. Chairman^ A deposit with the clerk of the peace? — It would be a 
question whether it should be with the clerk of the peace, because it would take 
die money out of the party’s pocket so long. I should suggest that the barrister 
should receive the deposit before the objection is entered upon. If the money is 
to be deposited with the clerk of the peace by the party objecting at the time 
be gives the notice, the voter would have the trouble of going to the clerk of 
the peace to receive it. 

3876. Mr. Newdegate."] Might not this arrangement be made, that some 
person from the clerk of the peace’s office might attend at the barrister’s court 
to receive the deposit ? — There would be no objection to that ; that would obviate 
the difficulties we have in the registration courts, inasmuch as since the Anti- 
Corn Law League have sent in claims, they have thought fit to send them in on 
the last day or thereabouts. The 20th of July is the last day for sending in claims, 
and they have sent them in perhaps on the 19th or 20th, by post, under the 
regulations of the Act of Parliament. The overseers not receiving these claims 
■until the 21st of July refuse to put them on the list,, and we know notbing of 
them until the Anti-Corn Law League put in a declaration and a copy of th«s 

0.41. H H 2 notice 



Mr, J. Payne. 
14 May 1846. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




244 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 



Mr. J. Payne. 
J4 May 1846, 



notice sent through the post-office ; then we have no means whatever of testW 
the validity of the vote. ® 

3877. In the case of objections, are you of opinion that the posting of a 

notice should betaken as pnwzd /flcie or as conclusive evidence of the service? 

— If a longer period were required, I think I would take the delivery by post as 
positive service. 

3878. That is, the posting of the notice? — Yes. 

3879. You would take it as conclusive evidence? — Yes, if it were a long 
period, say seven days previous to the 25 th of August; that would meet the 
case. 

3880. Does much difficulty arise in counties from the variety of titles to pro- 
perty ? — Considerable difficulty in making out claims, and also great difficulty 
in persons proving the precise qualification they put themselves upon the list 
for. 

3881. Is there a probability of their interest being supplanted by some pre- 
vious rent-charge, or other claim upon the same property? — The difficulty is 
from a want of knowledge of the mode in which they ought to be pitt on. 

3882. You think, then, the directions given in the Registration Act for claim- 
ants are not sufficiently specific ?— They are not, certainly. Mr. Elliott, the 
barrister, has given us a form in addition to the Registration Act; but it does 
not go far enough to guide the voter in putting his name upon the Register, 
unless he has considerable practice in the registration courts. 

3883. Can you furnish the Committee with the form which Mr. Elliott has 
recommended ? — Yes, it is this : 

FORM of a List of Claimants, to show how in certain cases Places of Abode and Qualification may be 
described.— Schedule A. (3.) County. 

County of to wit [orl The List of Persons claimini? to be entitled to vote in the Election of a 

Riding, Parts or Division I Knight [or “ Knights*'] of the Shire fnr the County of [orfor 

of the County of ,? the Riding, Parts or Division of the County of , 

as tho case may be.] j as tlie case may he] in respect of property situate in whole or in Mrt 
within the Pariai of [or “Township," as the case may Do.j 



Surnanie of the Claimant 
at full length. 



PLACE 


NATURJ2 


of 


of 


ABODE. 


QUALIFICATION. 



Street, Lana or other like place in tbis 
Pariah [or Tovrnihip], and Number of 
nonao(if any) where thePropertyu 
situate, or Nudjc of the Propertjr, if 
known hy any, or Name of the ocra- 
pying Tenant ; or if the Quolificalioa 
uoiiaiats of a Rent-charge, then tbe ' 
Nauien of the Owners of the Propaly 
out of which such Rent is usui^, »r 
some of them, and tha Situatio# ef 
the Property. 



Adams, Jolm - 
Ball, John Thomas 
Broclc, Willuim 
Brown, James Francis 
Evans, George - 
Floyd, John - 
Holmes, Thomas 
Jones, William Henry 
Lewis, The Rev. James! 
Perkins, TheRev.Davidj 
Philpot, Abraham - 
Smith, Heiu-y, jnn. - 
Willis, Henry - 



5, Chcapsidc, London - 

Long-lano, Hampstead, 
Middlesex. 

10, Market-street, Lan- 
caster. 

20, Curzon-street, May 
Fair, London. 

Snook’s Farm, Heavi- 
trem Exeter. 

17, Iligh-street, Saint 
Albans. 

Highbury Park, Wands- 
worth, Middlesex. 

6, Paper-buildings, Tem-| 
pie, London. 

Beacon-hill, Exmouth, 
Devon. 

6, High-street. Red- 
ruth, Comwall. 

C, Barclay-stieet, South- 
wark. 

40, Bishopsgato-street, 
London. 

Mounts Lodge, Saint 
Heller, Jersey. 



freehold house - 

copyhold land - 

lease for CO years of 
house. 

lease for 20 years of 
land. 

house and land as occu- 
pier. 

house and garden os oc- 
cupier. 

freehold rent- charge 

freehold tithe rent- 
oliarge. 

freehold heneflcc 

freehold benefice 

one undivided 6th share 
in freehold tenements, 
an undivided moiety of 
a freehold rent-cliargo 
freehold house and land. 



1, King-street. 

John Edwards. 

10, Boult-stieet. 

The Brick Field, West End. 
Snook’s Farm. 

17 , High-street. 

Lord Scribolsby, owner, 10, Wim- 
pole-street. 

Sir Thomas Ingleby, hart., o^vner, 
Rocking Fonn. 

Tbe Rectory. 

Tho Vicarage. 

Ale Brewery, Ranisbottott, 

John Harvey, owner, LongfieW 

JaniM Marks, place of abode, 
Grange Farm, Wareliato. 



3884- Will you add any other suggestions? — I have applied my mind ag 
deal to the subject, and from the experience I have had, I have no 
saying . that the plan I have suggested, if adopted, will obviate the 
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present mode of making objections, because no one would risk the penalty of 
having to pay costs in the face of such a declaration by the party, except on 
very good grounds. 

3885. Is it not the habit of the revising barrister to call for title-deeds?— 
No; the production of deeds has always been thought an evil to be guarded 

against. 

3886. Are you aware that there are great differences of opinions as to decisions 
among the revising barristers ?— There have been ; but I think their decisions 
have become more uniform of late, being guided by the decisions of the Court 
of Common Pleas. 

3887. Is it your opinion that such amendments might be made in the Regis- 
tration Act, based upon the improved practice of the registration courts, as 
would tend to simplify the process of registration? — Certainly, and prevent 
fraudulent objections. 

3888. Your understanding of the term ” fraudulent objection ” is an objection 
for which there is no valid ground ? — Exactly so. 

3889. Meaning such grounds as would lead to a disqualification of the party 
objected to?^ — Yes ; I think in all cases the barrister ought to have a discre- 
tionary power as to costs. For instance, if 1 object to an individual upon the 
merits of the case, and fail to prove my case, I think then I ought to pay heavier 
costs. 

3890. In short, it is your opinion that a distinction should be drawn between an 
objection upon the merits and an objection which only leads to an amendment 
of the description ? — Exactly so; I would have a scale of costs; I would make 
a difference between a technical objection and a bondjide one. 

3891. You have named several properties from which a great number of 
qualifications have been derived ; how is it that the parties so obtaining qualifica- 
tions relieve themselves from the operation of the Splitting Act ? — I think it has 
been decided in several instances in the Revising Barrister’s Court in Middlesex, 
that it does not come within the meaning of the Splitting Act. 

3892. Is that because the Splitting Act is held not to apply to registration 
matters since the Registration Act, or is it upon some other ground ? — In con- 
sequence of the Registration Act. 

3893. In short, is it the opinion of the revising barristers, that the Registration 
Act has supplanted the Splitting Act? — Yes; I recollect one decision which 
was considered a very important one, and was reported very fully hy Mr. Kean, 
the revising barrister, about six years ago, in the case of Lord John Russell and 
his brothers, who had rent-charges given to them by the Duke of Bedford, in 
Middlesex ; we objected to their votes, and Mr. Kean gave a judgment, in 
which he held, that the Splitting Act did not apply ; that the Reform Act 
had superseded it. 

389^. That was before the Registration Act r — Yes ; I think it was six or seven 
years ago. 

3895. Then the Splitting Act is inoperative now?— Yes, I think so, by the 
Reform Act. 

3896. Do you think it would be advisable to revive the power of the Splitting 
Act?— I do not think it would be at all objectionable; it would certainly tend 
to lessen the facility of parties obtaining the franchise, particularly in the county 
of Middlesex. 

3897. Do you think it desirable that parties should connect themselves with 
property merely for the purpose of obtaining the qualification ? — That is entirely 
a matter of opinion ; I know from experience that it is with very considerable 
difficulty that we can get persons to buy qualifications, although we know there 
is property to sell. 

3898. The inference to he drawn from that is, that facilities must be afforded 
to parties, in order to induce them to buy ?— No doubt of it ; very great facili- 
ties must be afforded or you will not get parties to buy for the sake of a quali- 
fication. 

3899. Have you reason to know that such facilities have been afforded by the 
Anti-Oom Law League ? — Certainly; I know from their advertisements that they 
have held out to the world that parties could obtain qualifications at a price 
varying from 40 /. to 50 1. and so on ; I dare say from having given it so much 
publicity, they have had plenty of customers. 
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3900. Do you believe that the grant of such property lias been made at the 
expense of the party obtaining it ?— I cannot say ; I have no means of known™ 
that. 

3901. Can you furnish the Committee with the decision of Mr. Kean, to 
which you have referred ? — I can and will do so. 



Middlesex. 

In the year 1836, the names of the Marquis of Tavistock, Lord John Russell and others 
were objected to, on the ground of their having votes made and conveyed to them by the 
Duke of Bedford, on the ground that they were fraudulent under the statute of 7 & 8 Will.3, 
c. 25, which enacts, “That all conveyances of any messuages, &c-, in order to multiply 
votes, or to split and divide the interest in any houses or lands among several persons, to 
enable them to vote at elections of Members to serve in Parliament are declared to be void 
and of none effect.” The 10th of Anne re-enacts the provision of the 7 & 8 Will. 3, c. 25’ 
and appends to the enactment, “ that every person wbo^ shall vote in respect of such split or 
divided vote he shall incur a penalty of Forty Pounds.” 

Mr. Keen, revising barrister, in giving his judgment on the case, said the jaiguments in 
the cases above refened to applied to a point of law; that part of the law is no longer 
applicable to tlie Reform Act, which admits the principle of splitting votes ; and the mode 
of the gift under which these votes were made being a legitimate one, he should retain the 
votes. 



Registration Appeals. 

Common Pleas, Michaelmas Term 1845, 

Alexander-) Ax appeal against the decision of the Revising Barrister for the W^t Riding 
y. I of York, who held that a conveyance to a b^ody of purchasers, as tenants in 
Newman, j common, is not void by the Statute of 7 & 8 Will. 3, c. 25. 

Substance of the Judgment of Lord Chief Justice Tin dal. 

“That a conveyance, made on a contract of sale, where the purchase-money 

had been paid, and possession of the land really taken, and kept under the conveyance, and 
where there was no search, trust or reservation in the seller, nor any stipulation as to the 
way the elective franchise should be exercised, the decision of the revising barrister ought 
o be affirmed. 
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MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Sir John Walsh. 

Mr. C. Wood. 

Mr. Hodgson Hinde. 



Mr. Milner Gibson. 
Mr. Villiers. 

Mr. Wrightsou. 



VISCOUNT SANDON, in the Chair. 



John Dick Burnaby, Esq., Examined. 

3902. Chairman^ ARE you a revising barrister ? — I was, on the last occasion, 
for Jlorth Warwickshire. 

3903. Mr. C. Wood^ Have you revised in many counties ? — I have ; I 
revised in the southern division of Warwickshire, in South Nottinghamshire, 
and North Derbyshire; indeed I have revised ever since the Reform Bill- 

3904 . I presume you are pretty well acquainted with the Registration Act, 
before and subsequent to the last alteration ? — My attention bas been drawn 
to it. 



3905. Has your practice suggested to you any defects in the Act as it no 
stands ?—^Since the Registration of Voters Act, the last Act, I think them 
-has been a great grievance that the public have been liable to 
I, allude to the service of indiscriminate notices of objection by irr^onsi 
people ; it prevailed particularly in the last registration for North " 
shire ; there were a vast number of parties objected to without any ro* 
good ground for objection. ^ 



39 °^- 
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3906. How did that appear before you in the Revising Barrister’s Court ?— 
It appeared that objections were made by a person of no property; that he kept 
a ginger-beer stall, or something of that sort; he was on the Register of Voters 
for that division of the county, but he signed, or there were notices bearing the 
name of this person, I think, to the extent of 1,000 or 1,100, or something 
of that sort ; of course he had no means of paying costs, supposing them 
awarded ajjainst him in those cases. 



3907. Were all those objections entertained before you ?— I think about half 
of them vanished at once in this way : It appeared that he had not personally 
signed them j they were brought to him on the evening preceding the last day 
for serving notices, by a person whose name I forget now, and he was working 
very hard for some hours, and found he could not get through them in time 
and brought in a person in the town to sign for him ; 1 believe it has been held 
by the Judges that the signature must be a personal signature. 

3908. I suppose your decision was, that that was not a sufficient signature to 

justify you in proceeding j were costs applied for in those cases 1 —Yes ; and 
I found I could not give them because the man had not himself signed the 
notice. The first step in the notice, I take it, is the signing it; therefore these 
could not be considered, 1 thought, as notices at all, because he had not signed 
them. ® 



3909. Your opinion was, in point of fact, that there was no objection ?— 
les, that there was no objection. 

3910. Chairman.] As they were not notices that you were able to consider 

good, they were not good notices as against them for the costs ?— That was 
roy opinion, and he was not called upon to answer for them in any way • in 
an action it might have been a different thing. j j ^ 

3911. Mr. C. Wood.] The parties were under the necessity of appearino- 

before you ?~They came at their own risk. ® 

^ 39^^* Chairman.] They had no means of knowing whether the notice put 
into their hands contained the signature of the party?— None whatever, 
unless they took the trouble to find out the handwriting of the objector, which 
would have been almost impracticable. 

3913. Mr. C.JVood.] In point of fact, a considerable number of persons 
were put to the expense and trouble of appearing in the barrister’s court, in 
consequence of notices of objection which were perfectly invalid and good for 
nothing? — Yes. 

3914. Was any considerable proportion of the remaining objections in which 
there was not this fault entertained before you ? — There were a good many of 
them ; but I think the character principally was, that they were rather trifling 
objections ; but still there was a deficiency in the information, to which, I believe, 
npon the cases that have been decided before the Judges, the objector w’as 

be chose to insist upon it, such as the omission of the number of 
the house, or the name of the street, though it was perfectly notorious that 
the house did belong to the voter in question ; and inasmuch as that was not 
supplied in any instances, the objections were entertained; and in those cases 
h- ^ liberty to give costs, because it was the only way in 

which a voter could obtain the information he was in point of law entitled to. 

39’5- Is it not the opinion of Lord Chief Justice Tindal that it is necessary 
fo give the number of the house, where there is a number ? — Y es ; it has been 
80 held in the Court of Common Pleas. 

3916* And it was upon that dictum that you proceeded to adjudicate that 
he number should have been given ? — Yes. 

39>7- Were the major part of those objections for the purpose of amending 
descriptions ? — By far the majority. 

3918. Whenever they did show a necessity for amendment, you did not 
consider yourself justified in giving costs ? — That was so. 

39^9* Do you conceive that a person has any mode of enforcing an amend- 
ent of the description in the register, excepting by giving notice of objection ? 
-I am not aware of any. ^ 6 / B 6 J 

3920. Do you conceive it your duty as a re\dsing barrister to go through the 
IS tor the purpose of amending it, in matters of misdescription, unless upon 
once of objection served? — If it was proved before me that there was an 
for or that sort, I have always obtained information from the parish officers 
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in the room if they could supply it, and amended the description, in order that 
that might avoid an objection on the next legistiation. 

3p2i. I wish to know wliether you have considered it your duty to go through 
the list of voters with the overseer for the purpose of correcting misdescriptions 
in the register, where notices of objection were not served? — ^Yes ; 1 have gone 
over it for the purpose of correcting it, but at the same time, though I have 
seen a case without a number attached to it, as there has been no objection, I 
have not taken judicial notice of the want of a number ; I have inquired of 
individuals in the room capable of giving information if they knew the number 
of the house as I read the list over, where a number did not appear on the 
list, and have said if they would supply it I would insert it, but I have not 
taken judicial notice of such a defect. 

3922. You do not consider yourself bound to notice it judicially except upon 
notice of objection ? — No. 

3923. Chairman-I There would be practically no difficulty m regard to the 
place of abode of a voter within the district as a matter of course insisting upon 
the overseer fulfilling all the requirements of the Act of I>arliament?— Hemay 
insist upon it if he thinks there is any thing faulty, the party may send in a 
fresh claim to the overseer, who is bound to put it up. 

3924. I mean the revising barrister, without notice, might go through tire list, 
and' wherever he saw there was not a number put in the district he was sitting 
in, he might always appeal to the overseer, and ask what the number was, and 
insist upon having it inserted ?— I hardly know that ; 1 think the revising bar- 
rister might ask and may insist upon the overseer giving any information, but 
I question very much whether he would be entitled to strike it out as a total 

omission. , ■ , o 

3925. I do not mean that, but he would he able and entitled to correct the 
register in regard to misdescription? — Yes, I think he would. 

3026. Without the interference of any other party ?— Yes, 

3927. Mr. C. Wood.] In some cases, I believe, descriptions have been cm- 
reeled upon the information of third parties ? — Continually. 

3928. Would there not be some risk if it were rendered imperative upon 
the barrister? — There would certainly he some risk, for the overseer might 
take upon himself to answer that the niimher was 36, ami it might be 35, and 
that would be a wrong description, at the next registration ; I doubt whether 
there would not be more risk than leaving it without any number at all. 

3920. Can you suggest any alteration in the law which would obviate the 
inconvenience to which parti’es were put upon this occasion T —One mode has 
occurred to me ; I would have all the notices of objection supplied m ttie same 
form as they are now, in duplicate, but they should be on stamped paper, anh 
that they should be purchased ; supposing that Parliament should 
that the banister should be limited to awarding IL in costs ; we will say 
should be on stamped paper, which any person who chose to serve a notice 
objection should be at liberty to apply for; that he should pay 1/. 
whatever sum was necessary, to cover the expense of the stamp, to 
notices should be in duplicate, and that he should serve a P^''' „ 
post, and when it came before the barrister, he should 
and, according as he decided that it was a case for costs or not, e s ° , , 

the notices to one party or another. If he thought for instance os. sn . , ^ 
paid, either party should take it on paying the other 14s, 
a return of the 1 1 . at the Stamp Office. 

ssit ot 1 

bought propel 10 ..ii... ■- - • 

I think very questionable, because the expenses do notoriously nxcee^^ 



and be entitled to 

return ot trie 1 L. at tiie stamp umoe. . . . ,j,, 

3930. That amounts, in fact, to a deposit of 1 1 . for every_ objec 1 
hands of Government? — If it should be thought proper to limit it to •, 

■ notoriously exceen 
; have had to defend my 



I, myself, have had an objection served upon me ; 
vote, and it has cost me Si. _ , 

3031. Mr. Adierloodi You propose the deposit of 1 ; you do ‘ 

to limit the costs to 1 1 . ?-I do not ; I mer. ® 

supposing Parliament should limit it to 3/. 



aX;^t^U;wayof2??; 

instead ol If; that there 

a deposit" of 8 f , instead of 1 ?, 

3932. Mr. C. Wood:] In point of fact, jmu would propose that ® ^.jd 



intending to object to a voter should, by means of the Lull 

paper, be compelled to deposit in the hands of Government a sii i 



to the maximum of cost allowed by the Act ? — Yes, 



2933 ' 



■ffooU 
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3933- Would not that oppose a check to objections made by independent 
parties ?— Independent parties generally have ho72d fide objections against their 
neighbours, and they are very few in the course of a year; in the parish I am 
connected with I do not think there is often a change in the voters} not one 
in the list ; the lists keep the same year after year ; occasionally there is a 
change of tenants ; but I would beg to say, that 1 would not have that deposit 
extended to overseers’ objections. ^ 

3934. Do you conceive that parties would be found willing to deposit a 
number of pounds previously to their making objections, excepting large 
organized associations ?— I do not think that any large organized association 
would make the deposit I speak of in frivolous objections ; whether these 
objections ought to have been made, is another question. 

3935' Do not you think the tendency would be to throw the objections into 
the hands of large organized associations, local or otherwise, and possessed of 
considerable funds ?— Wholesale objections I think it would. 

3936. Would it not be a check to honest and independent objections ? — I do 
not think that any one interested in the purity of the register, and who felt the 
importance of his own vote, which might be neutralized, would hesitate to 
deposit 1 /. 

3937* the event of an association of powerful individuals attempting to 
swamp a county by the creation of a large number of votes, in which the inde- 
pendent individuals would be the only persons having an interest in objecting, 
might it not impose a check upon their objections ?--I think it probably would : 
I am disposed to think it might be so. 

393^- that the only suggestion that you can make upon the point? — That 
IS the only suggestion. 

3939- What would you say to the deposit of some such sum as that made in 
the hands of an oificer or of the revising barrister’s court at the time of su.s- 
taining the objection, so as to ensure the payment of costs, on the decision of 
each vote?— I think the objection is this, that there might be a thousand 
objections signed by a man of straw, and he might not appear at the time, 
having put ail the parties to the expense and trouble of coming, and they might 
never be able to prove his signature to the objections, and have no means 
of recovering the costs ; it would have answered his purpose of bringing them 

3940* Ton think no deposit would answer the purpose, unless made at the 
time of serving the notice of objection ? — I think not. 

3941* Ckair?nan.'] The costs do not arise, do they, unless the objector ap- 
pears? — I think the signature of the objector must be proved before the bar- 
rister ; I can fancy that a person might sign himself A. B., or any name of a 
voter really upon the register; it might be a forgery, and that person might 
never have objected; and of course he does not appear, because he never has 
objected, and the other party keeps aloof, having put perhaps 1,000 people to 
the trouble and expense of coming, and nobody there to meet them, and no 
one can obtain his costs. 

. 3942. Chairman.'] If the objector does not appear, have you no hold upon him 
in any way ? — I think not, unless he attempts to prove his notice of ob- 
jection. 

3943- You may have your court crowded with parties objected to who have 
no remedy unless the objector appears ? — ^Yes. 

3944* Ml'* Hodgson Hindei] In a case where no party appears to defend his 
vote, do you inquire whether the party is there making the objection, or do 
you, as a matter of course, strike off the vote where there is no one to defend 
soon as the objection is made and proved, I call upon the party to 
defend his vote, and if nobody appeal’s for him the name is struck out as a 
flatter of course. 

3945* Mr. C.fVood.] You first call upon the objector to prove the service of 
notice?— Yes. r j r 

3946. As soon as that is proved you call upon the voter to substantiate his 
vote, and if he does not appear he is struck off? — Yes. 

39M' Chairman.] Whatever ground the objector may have taken? — We do 
not inquire into that ; probably there is no ground at all. 

3948- Mr. C. 'Wood.] Is there any other defect in the Act which your practice 
Ml. II has 
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has made you aware of? — None has occurred to mej I think the principaUave 
been got over by the late Registration Act. 

3949. 1 apprehend you can suggest no other alteration in the Registration 
Act, except what you have already mentioned?— I do not know of any 
other. 

3950. Sir John Walsh:] Would there be an evil in obliging the objector to 
substantiate his objection and go into it? — I do not know that there would 
be any great harm ; I think the words of the old Act of Parliament might bear 
that out } I do not know that there would be any inconvenience. 

3951. Mr. C.Wood.] Would it be possible for the objector to disprove the 
property forming the qualification of any body ?— 1 do not think it would. 

3952. Mr. Milner Gibson!] All persons making claims to be inserted in the 
List of Voters are so inserted, and remain upon the List of Voters unless 
objected tor — Yes. 

3953. Is there any expense, or any difficulty in the way of a person who has 
no qualification sending in a claim, and causing bis name to appear upon the 
List of Voters? — No ; not any at all. 

3954. If 1,000 or any number of fraudulent voters sent in claims, and their 
tiames appeared upon the register, they could not be got rid of except by 
objection ? — No. 

3955. Supposing voters on the list objecting to these fraudulent claims, appear 
to prove the service of notice, and the parties who have caused these fraudulent 
claims to be inserted upon the List of Voters do not appear, would there be 
any mode of recovering the costs from the parties who caused the fraudulent 
claims to appear upon the register?— No, I think not. 

3956. Would there not be an expense incurred in getting rid of fraudulent 
claims? — There might, I think ; probably not so much as defending a vote. 

3957. Is there an expense incurred necessarily ? — There is purchasing oftk 
notice and the payment of postage ; I am not aware of any beyond that, and 
there must be somebody at the Registration Court to prove tliat these notices 
were signed by the party by whom they were signed. 

3958. Is there any expense whatever in sending in a fraudulent claim, and 
causing it to appear on the list? — No expense in sendingit in, but considerable 
difficulty in getting it to appear on the list; the claim is ])Ut on the over- 
seers’ list, and if they do their duty honestly they would object to it. 

3959. I am speaking with regard to the voter?— There is no expense at all 
in doing it. 

3960. Then is it your opinion that as there h an unlimited facility for 
causing voters’ names to appear upon the register, there sliould be any obstacle 
thrown in the way of objections? — Practically it would be attended with no great 
hardship ; and I never heard of a case where fraudulent votes were fraudulenuy 

, put upon the register; I never heard of such a case, because I think they hardly 
dare do that in the face of the officers of the parish, wlio are guardians for the 
parish ; if there is any doubt, it is their duty to object themselves. 

396 1 . The overseer is under a penalty if he does not insert the names ?— He 
should insert the names, but he should write “ objected ” on the list opposite 
to it, and then it is struck off’ without difficulty or expense. 

3962. On what ground do the overseers usually object ? — I have ioun 
generally upon a. deficiency of value, or in consequence of people being 

3963. Committee.'] Or removals ? — Yes; and removals. . 

3964. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Do you think that the overseers, as a general ru ^ 
attend to the purification of the register ? — In towns I have found le 
exceedingly diligent, and perfectly Iionest every where ; but I think not equa y 
diligent in country parishes ; I think many of them have a notion that 1 » 
not their business, and they do not interfere. 

3965. When you say in towns, you mean borough voters? — Yes, or cot y 

voters in boroughs. _ . 

3966. You say you have not found them equally attentive m co 

parishes ?— No. • 

3967. Is it your opinion if the register were left to them, and _jg{er 

to act as they have hitherto acted, that there would remain upon the ^ » 
many persons who were not entitled to be there ? — I do not think any 
great quantity; occasionally one or two, because I think neighbour 
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often, or parties in the parish, would object, even if the overseer did not choose 
to do so. 

3g(i8. Mr. C. Wood.] Do you find that is much done practically; that objec- 
tions are often taken by neighbours to votes ? — Not very often. 

3969. Do not you think there is an indisposition to do so ?— I believe it is 
thought an unneighboiirly tiling to do so. 

3970. Mr. Miner Gibson.] You say there was a number of objections not 
entertained m consequence of notices having been signed by some person other 
than the objector at the last revision in North Warwickshire r— Yes. 

3971. Did any evidence appear before you to show that the persons so ob- 
jected to were entitled to have their names inserted in the list of voters ?— None 
at all ; I took it as if they were unobjected to. 

3972. You stated that in many cases you amended the de.scription ?— 
Yes. 

3973. On what ground did you furnish tlie amendment, and decline to give 
costs when the amendment was made ?- Because I have thought that the ob- 
jector was entitled to certain information, and that lie had no way of gettina it, 
excepting by objecting ; therefore I have not given costs ; he has not doneany 
thing wrong, though it may be rather capricious occasionally; it maybe morally 
vexatious, but not legally so. 

3974. What information are you alluding to?— -Siidi as the number of the 

house, though it might be perfectly notorious ; we will say, a large bankine- 
house. ” 

3975. I mean the purpose for which he requires this information r~ In the 
cases that have been decided, it is said that it shall be supplied j that the number 
must be given, where there is a number to the house. 

3976. Must it not give rise to considerable expense and trouble to find out 
a voter if such description were not required in towns of any considerable 
size?—I think it would very often, indeed ; I was alluding to cases of this 
description ; there was a large banking-house which they put in Broad-street, 
that being only a small street, containing a dozen houses j nobody, who went 
to Broad-street would have any difficulty in finding that house. 

3977. If a person so living in Broad-street were not required to supply this 
accurate description, might it not be drawn to a precedent, and justify the 
omission of such a description of the houses wliere it was absolutely neces- 
sary r — Yes. 

3978. Are you not of opinion that it is important in all cases that the 

description required by law should be given by tlie voter, in order that the 
person objecting should have full power to ascertain the validity of his right to 
vote? — Decidedly. . 

3979. To what extent have you ever carried the amendments; to what 
extent have you thought it right to introduce them?— They are pretty clearly 
pointed out in the Act what we may make ; I could scarcely say now. 

3980. I have got the Act before me; I will read the words; it states, “Nor 

shall the barrister be at liberty to change the description of the qualification 
as g appears in the list, except for the purpose of more clearly and accurately 
defining the same;” those are the words of the Act?— That is the quali- 
fication, ^ 

3981. Do you under these words amend the third column? — You cannot 
substitute a leasehold for a freehold, or a copyhold for a freehold ; you can 
only more clearly describe; the parties must adhere to that in respect of which 
they have claimed to have a qualification; it may be put in more legal and 
technical language, 

3982. If I understand you rightly, if a man makes a claim for freehold land, 
and he fails to substantiate that it is freehold land, if in the course of the 
investigation it should come out that it is a sufficient qualification, but lease- 
hold, you would not be entitled to change the freehold to leasehold ? — No ; 
you are obliged to strike him off 

2983* With regard to the amendments in the fourth column, they relate to 
tie description and situation ? — The situation or name of the property and the 
name of the occupying tenant. 

3984. What are the amendments you thought it your duty to introduce ? 

if a name in the fourth column was put William Thornton, and it turned out to 
he John Thornton, I should feel at liberty to alter that; it does not say in that 
II 2 column 
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column that the Christian and surname should be given ; there is a difference 
in the first and fourth column in respect to that: if the house was described 
as being in Broad-street, and it turned out to be in a different street, I should 
not alter that; I think that would be a misdescription. 

3985. You would not think yourself justified in making any amendments 
to alter the nature of the qualification ? — No. 

3986. With regard to the description of the qualification, supposing a clergy, 
man described himself as rector in the third column, would you consider it a 
sufficient description, where instead of putting freehold land and tithes, and 
so forth, he merely put the word rector ? — 1 do not think that would be a good 
description. 

3987. You would expunge the vote ? — I should ; at present my impression 
is, it would not be a good description. 

3988. Mr. Hodgsm Hindt^ Did you ever consider the expedieocy of 
allowing parties to make objections to persons claiming for the first time without 
a deposit, but requiring them to make a deposit in the case of objections which 
they chose to take to parties who were already registered ? — I have not; but I 
think this might be done, that a person should be bound to prove his quali6. 
cation in the first instance. 

3989. You think a great deal of the hardship of having groundless objections 
made ; would it be obviated if the deposit of costs was confined to the cases of 
parties who had been once or twice already on the register?— I have not con- 
sidered that at all, with reference to parties having or not having been upon the 
register before. 

3990. Chairman.^ Would there be any difficulty if the person were com- 
pelled to state, in making the objection, whether he objected to the qualifi- 
cation, or as to which column he objected? — I think it is very desirable he 
should draw the attention of the voter to the column. 

3991. So as to know what kind of objection he was going to meet? — Yes. 

3992. What authority have you required or may be required to be proved on 
behalf of an agent appearing on the part of a voter? — I'hey have been usually 
})rofessional gentlemen, and we have taken their words that they are instructed 



to appear. ... • i u • i 

3993. May any man appear for any man, in fact r — I do not think he might; 

I would allow a person to appear as the agent in defence of a vote without 
strict proof of agency, but not otherwise. 

3994. Could it be required in any case of a person appearing to defend a 
vote, that he should produce his authority in writing? — It might be necessary 
sometimes ; I have occasionally required that they should strictly prove it 
where there was a proposal to make an alteration ; we will say in the place 01 
abode of the party; I have said, “ Are you deputed by Mr. So-and-so to appear 
on his behalf on this occasion?” “Yes.’’ “Did he give you express 
authority ?” “ He did otherwise I have refused to do it, because the party 
stood well on the register, and it may be a fraudulent attemptto defeat Ips vote. 

3995 - Chairman.'] You first go through the overseers’ objections ?'-There is 
no particular rule ; I have acted generally for the convenience of the parties 
attending. As the parties appeared I have taken the objections, and after e 
parties attending were all set at liberty, I have then gone through the forma 
part of the list, striking out the overseers’ objections, if the parties did notappea 
to defend their votes. 1 v ns 

3996. Is it the practice of the revising barrister, irrespective of the ’ 

to go through the names upon the lists, asking the overseers whether 

that such and such a person is still living, or retains the same proj^rty . 
not aware of such a practice ; I think it is not open to a revising barns er, 
must assume it to be right unless an objection is made. ^ • the 

3997. Would it not be desirable to empower the revising 

first instance to examine the list with the overseer as to the ^[ie 

same qualification, or the continued existence of the party, so as to comp 
overseer to inform himself previously as to primd facie objections t a 
arise? — I think it would throw more upon the overseer than be co 
expected to perform. . . «r still 

3998. “Is John So-and-so alive still? is he still in the same l.ps he 

retaining the same qualification ?” — I do not know that it might be ; pe v 
went abroad ; residence in county cases is not necessary. ^ t,Qj 
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3P99. “Or retaining the same qualification He would say he was not 
aware of any change, probably ; I do not think he could be expected to know it ■ 
it would be done behind his back entirely. ’ 

4000. In the case of an apparent change, such as one tenant quitting, another 
coining in, or the notorious sale of property, would it not have the effect of 
compelling the overseer to furnish himself, before lie came to court, with as 
much information, as regarded the register, as he could be expected to acquire ? 
— I think that in practice is done, because the claim is sent in by the new 
voter, and upon that the old one is objected to by the overseer in 99 cases out 
of 100. 

4001. In those frequent changes of qualification which are constantly arising 
from death or removal ?— They are commonly objected to by overseers, or the 
parties are stated to be dead and are expunged. 

4002. You find in the country districts that that class of objections they 
generally do make? — Yes, they do. 

4003. That class of objections which they practically do not make, are such 
as require the number of the house of the party, whieh'^has not been furnished ? 
— Yes. 

4004. Mr. Villiers.'] The overseer is not paid for his trouble ?— There is no 

pay that I am aware of, except the expenses necessarily incurred in making out 
the list and attending the revising barrister’s court \ it has been my practice 
to regulate it in the same way as for the attendance at sessions of persons in 
the same station of life j 4 ff. a mile each way, and perhaps 2 6 d. for refresh- 

ment, or something of that sort. 

4005. This duty of preparing the register was imposed upon the overseens, 
without any provision for their remuneration ? — Yes. 

4006. He has no great inducement to look closely into a claim, when it is 
sent in, to see whether it is a good or bad one? — I do not know whether he 
considers it his interest to take as little trouble about it as possible, or how he 
regards his own vote ; unless he feels that he is guardian for the parish, he 
would not probably take so much trouble. 

4007. He is an annual officer?— Yes. 

4008. Have you ever met with an instance in which a man considered him- 
self a guardian for the parish to the extent of taking a great deal of trouble 
without taking any reward for it ? — I have always impressed upon them that 
they were trustees for the parish, and that they were bound to take what they 
believed to be honest objections. 

4009. You have been a revising barrister for some years? — Yes. 

4010. Have you ever observed any year when there were new claims sent 
in? — I do not think it would appear before me whether they were new claims 
or not j they would be put on the overseers’ list. 

4011. Have you any doubt that each year fresh claims are sent in ? — In 
some instances there is no change in the parish for half a dozen years together; 
in small agricultural parishes. 

401 2. Which observation would not apply to a town ? — No ; there would be 
fresh claims repeatedly. 

4013. Have you no knowledge of what claims are sent in, unless the overseer 
objects to them ? — Not unless objected to by the overseer or some other person. 

4014. So that any amount of fraudulent claims might be sent in, and if the 
annual officer did not object to them for having made previous inquiry, you 
would know nothing about them ? — Not unless he or some one else objected. 

40^5. So that if a great man in the county were to put on all his servants, 
send in claims for all his servants, and the overseer did not think it right to 
object, you would allow them all to pass ?— I should be compelled to do so, 
unless they were objected to. 

4016. Unless the words “ objected to” are written ? — Either by the overseer, 
or objections made by another party. 

4017. When you see the words “objected to, ” you do not inquire whether 
it is the overseer or any othec person who objects ? — Certainly ; that denotes 
that it is an overseer’s objection — the word “ objected.” 

4018. If any other person has sent an objection, you have no notice of that 
objection? — Yes, I have; there is a list of objections kept, and sent by the 
officer to the clerk of the peace, and he sends it to the revising barrister. 

4019. I presume that, acting as a revising barrister, you become acquainted 

0.4]. II 3 with 
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with the characters of the persons who make tlie objections, with the sort of 
persons who make tiiem r — I may, or may not ; I do not think it necessarily 
follows; if there was an attempt made to impugn their veracity in anyway 
their characters might be inquired into. h 

4020. My question has reference to whether the objections are made by 
persons such astlie neighbours of the voters, who, wishing to purify the register 
take a particular objection, or whetlier the objections are taken by the agent 
of some society, or a party who acts for that party? — I should say they are 
almost always supported either by an agent or a parish otlicer. 

4021. Uo you remember many instances in which individuals have them- 
selves, for the purpose of purifying the register, come forward and objected to 
another individual’s vote? — I have known of some ; 1 sliould say comparatively 
few. 

4022. It is not the practice ? — No, it is not the practice ; it is usual to go to 
an agent ; who puts the agent in motion I do not know ; I suppose it is some 
people in the neighbourhood interested in having tlie register purified. 

4023. Is it your conclusion that the persons who appear before you are 
generally agents of some political society or party ? — Generally either these or 
an active overseer. 

4024. Unless an overseer or agent appears, there is nobody willing, though 
they may have the right, to take any steps to purify the register?—! do not 
know that, because there has always been agency. 

4025. You are of opinion that there are very few cases of individuals coming 
forward to object to a neighbour’s vote? — Very few ; there were parties sitting 
by the agents, instructing them ; whether those parties have taken any part, 
I do not know ; but the agent, according to the forms of law, is the person wbo 
conducts the case ; who instructs him, 1 do not know. 

4026. Should you say that it is the most convenient way of getting the 
register purified, that some agent should act on behalf of parties objecting, and 
some persons on behalf of the county to examine the claijns to votes on the 
register? — It seems to me better left where it is; in that respect I think it 
would be substituting that person for the revising barrister. 

4027. Do you tell the Committee you think it objectionable that an asso- 
ciation should employ agents for the purpose of examining the register, with 
a view to objecting to improper votes? — Neither improper nor inconvenient; 
I should say rather the contrary. 

4028. You have made a suggestion to the Committee, that persons who make 
an objection should deposit a sum provided for costs at the time when they 
make the objection ; your object in doing that is to prevent wholesale objec- 
tions ? — To prevent frivolous objections, not wholesale objections ; the object is 



to prevent them. 

4029. Not wholesale objections; one person objecting to a great number ?— 

No. _ _ ^ • u 

4030. For the purpose of preventing frivolous objections? — Yes ; it would 
not prevent wholesale objections, but it would have the effect of preventing 
frivolous objections. 

4031. Will you explain in what way it would prevent them, more than 
the system as at present ? — For this reason ; a thousand frivolous obj^ec- 
tions may be made by a person who never appears before the revising bar- 
rister, though the thousand parties objected to may all appear andbeputto 
all the inconvenience and trouble ; when they come there they find no objec- 
tor, and no mode of getting their costs; no mode of recovering them; none 

4032. .You propose that each objector should pay a deposit beforehand to 

meet the costs of those persons so brought to the court, without any objec 
being there to substantiate his objection ? — Yes. _ • t' of 

4033. Can you conceive any object that anybody has in serving jij 

objection on a great number of persons, if he has not the slightest 
appearing to substantiate them? — Yes; he takes his chance ; 

out of these keep away, he appears before the barrister, and proves ms no 1 » 
and they are struck out as a matter of course. 

4034. I understood your case was, that they all appeared to .1 

, their votes, but the objector did not appear ? — They may all appear, an 
who do appear have no means of recovering the costs. jg 
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4035. Is it not an objection to llie wholesale system of objection, rather than 
the objection itself?— If all the objections are strong and well-founded, it is 
right they should be made ; whether made by one person or many, is no 
matter. 

4036. If I understand you right, if the objector does appear, and does not 

substantiate his objection, he is liable to costs? — Yes, if he appears he is liable 
to costs ; if he proves his notice of objection, and calls upon the other person to 
support his vote, and the other person does support it, and the objection seems 
to be altogether friv(»Ious, costs are awarded ; supposing the objector does not 
appear and does not prove his notice, then the party has no mode of recoverino* 
his costs. ^ 

4037. I do not now understand with what object a man shall serve 1,000 
notices of objection, and not appear to substantiate any one ; it might be a trick 
played, but otherwise I do not understand it? — I will put one case I witnessed 
myselfthe first year of the registration ; a person objected to 1,100, and amongst 
others he objected to bir Robert Bromley, in South Nottinghamshire, a gen- 
tleman of very large fortune ; Sir Robert was in Italy, and if he had not come 
over, there would have been a chance of his being struck off, but he came over 
and supported his vote. The objection would have succeeded there, had he not 
come to support his vote. 

4038. If I understand you, then, the person appeared there and proved the 
service of the notice ? — He did then, but he may come or not as he chooses ; 
I think the deposit of security for costs is good ; the party would bring notice, 
and say “ 1 received this it would bear a stamp ; “ if you will write your name 
upon this, I shall I'ecover the costs.” 

4039. Chairman.'] You would then entitle the voter, upon proving that he bad 
been summoned, and upon the non-appearance of the objector, to costs out of 
the Stamp-office deposit ?— Exactly so. 

4040. Mr. Villiei's^ That is in the case of the non-appearance of the ob- 
jector; where the objector docs appear, I do not see how that is a security; 
you do not strike out the name unless the objector appears, because he must 
come to substantiate the notice r — I do not strike out the name, but the parties 
have had all the inconvenience of coming, and expense of coming, without any 
remedy for their expenses as it stands now. 

4041. Do you believe many votes have been struck off in that way; persons 
have objected, appeared, and have proved their service of notice ; but the 
voter objected to has not appeared, and then your duty is to strike off the vote ? 
— Yes ; in North Warwickshire, last year, a good many ; there were two coses 
I knew, personal friends of mine ; I w-as aware of the circumstances at the time, 
but of course I could not take notice of them, and sitting as judge, I was bound to 
strike them out. The cleric of the peace for the county of Leicester, M r. Freer, 
was objected to, without any reason he could understand ; he had been on the 
register before he was struck off, and is off the register now in consequence. 

4042. You do not go into the merits of the objection if the voter does not 
♦appear ? — Or an agent lor him. 

4043. Would it be any security against this sort of objections if you required 
the objector to state the nature of his objections ?—I think it would be an 
advantage in this way : that a person would have his attention directed to the 
point, which was considered the point in the case, and he might sometimes be 
spared the necessity of bringing witnesses to prove what was not disputed. 

4044. Chairman^] The question is this, whether the objector should not be 
called upon in the absence of the voter to allege some 'prirnd fade objection 
to the vote, to show he had some ground of objection ? — That might be an 
advantage. 

4045. Mr. Villiin'!^.] I think you said you had no experience of fraudulent 
claims having been sent in? — I have not. 

4046. You have constantly to reject claims that are sent in ?— Only in con- 
sequence of their being objected to. 

4047. Not old votes, but new claims ? — Yes. 

4048- Constantly ? — I will not say constantly ; indeed, it is rarely so, but it 
does happen. 

4049- The person that does object to a claim is put to some expense ? — Yes,, 
he must be there to prove his notice. 

0.41 . 1 1 4 4050. And 
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J.D.Bumabii, 4050. And come a distance, perhaps, to establish that the persoo has no 
ES4. right to vote ? — Yes. 

405 1 . I think you say the Act provides no costs for a person who has been 

21 May 1846. pyt to this expense?— Not as against false claims; I think not. 

4052. So that in the case I referred to, when one person, wishing to obtain 
great influence in the county, put on a great number of claims, and no one 
appeared, if any person came forward to object, he must do it at his own 
expense ; every one might be struck ofi‘, and you would give no costs ?— I should 
not. 

4053. Mr. C. Berhley^ Did it not strike you that a vast number of the 
objections made at the last revision in North Warwicksliire were frivolous and 
vexatious, and calculated to put voters to expense and inconvenience?— I 
stated that there were many that scenned to mo, 1 would say, morally vexatious, 
which I could not hold to be legally vexatious ; there were a good many, I 
suppose, altogether of an entirely vexations character, and there was no attempt 
to support them at all, a majority of them. 

4054. There were a great many objections that were frivolous ? — Yes. 

4055. ChcLmnanJ] In those cases did you give costs?— I almost forget bow 
that was. No, I think, probably, there would not have been costs where it was 
arranged between the parties ; there were 500 or 600 people in the room ; 
they said, “ Have you any thing to say against Mr. So-and-so?” “ No, we have 
not they agreed among themselves, and the parties leR the room. 

4056. Mx.Milnsr Gibson^ In those cases there was no evidence before your 
— As far as the party objected to appeared, 1 know notliing of it. 

4057. Mr. Yilliers.'] Are they the objections that you called frivolous, tliat 
you knew nothing about? — Those were a part of them ; there were many that 
did appear to be frivolous where 1 did award costs. 

4058. Mr. Milner Gibson.'] You, as revising ban ister, awarded costs in all 
those cases where you deemed a frivolous ami vexatious objection had been 
made? — What I deemed frivolous and vexatious within the meaning of the 
Act, and where the parties said, “ we have nothing to say against Mr. So-and-so”, 
the names were scratched out from the list of objections, by agreement of 
parties and agents, and the objections were not gone into. 

4059. Chairman^ In those cases the parties have been put to the risk of 
their vote ? — ^Yes. 

4060. Mr. Addcrley.] You considered some were frivolous even when you 
had to make corrections? — I was asked what I considered frivolous, and there- 
fore I made a distinction. 

4061. From your experience, do you think the register would be kept pure 
without the assistance of a central body ; that the objections made within the 
county or borough would be sufficient of themselves to keep the register pure, 
without the assistance of objections from a central national body? — A body in 
the county would, I think, be sufficient. 

4062. I mean out of the county, for the kingdom ? — I do not think that at 
all necessary ; I think a body in the county rather conduces to do so. 

4063. Would you consider that body sufficient in itself? — Ye.s. 

4064. Have you not found that wholesale objections made outside the county 
have rather tended to strike off good votes, and leave the register less pure tliaa 
it was before ? — I cannot say whether those votes were good or not, except m 
those cases I mentioned to you as within my own personal knowledge; tiey 
are struck off; I have no reason to know whether they are good or not,i 
does not appear before me in court. 

4065. Is it not your opinion that such indiscriminate objections 
purify the register by voters not appearing to substantiate their votes . i t 
there is a chance of many good votes being struck off. 

4066. Mr. Milner Gibson^ Is it not the case now, that a declaration 

. session of a qualification is no longer required at the poll by the voter. — 

referring to the Act, I find it is so. . 

4067. Does not it afford increased facilities for fictitious voters, 
away with that declaration regarding the vote at the, poll? — As a ma 
private opinion, I should think it does. 
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4068. YOU are a revising ban ister ?— In South Cheshire. 

4069. Have you been long engaged in revising r— Yes ; eleven years. 

4070. Have you any suggestions that occur to you for the improvement of 
the Registration Act ?— There were some, certainly; since I received the 
summons, I put down one or two that appeared to me useful. In South Cheshire, 
last year, there were most vexatious objections; the number of voters on 
the register was 7,940; there were between 2,000 and 3,000 objections, and 
I think there were not 50 made good ; but then i ought to mention that nearly 
2,000 of these fell to the ground, because they were made by a man of the name 
of Hickton, and, in consequence of some suspicion, I required him to attend ; 
he said he objected to many hundreds, that he was tired of writing, and he crot 
his two sons to assist him, and they signed as hard as they could in his name 
and they often wrote so like the father that it was impossible to identify which 
was Hickton the elder’s signature, and which the sons’, and they all fell to 
the ground. 

4071. Chairman.] When you say 50 out of the whole 2,000, what proportion 
of that 50 was the number really heard ’—Chiefly those proved were upon 
objections by the overseers; they had made formal objections where the pi-ty 
had ceased to have his qualification, or where he was dead ; I believe there 
were not above 20 bond fide objections that were substantiated. 

4072. How many fell through in consequence of a doubt as to signature ? 

About i2,000 ; it was impossible to tell accurately, because they were sent in 
large bundles of objections, and the moment it was seen that those were signed 
by Hickton, they were w'aived; those gone into were about SOO or 400. 

4073. What is the remedy you would provide for such a case as that ? — I 
think where a party has once proved his qualification, the onus should be upon 
the objector; he should prove the affirmative that the voter has parted with 
that qualification. I think it is a very great hardship now, where a voter has 
once proved his qualification, that he should have again to come year after 
year to reprove it : if that was put on the register in italics to show that he 
had once proved his qualification, then, if he was objected to another time, that 
the affirmative should be upon the objector; the objector should show some 
ground for the barrister to believe that the voter had ceased to retain his 
qualification. 

4074. Mr. C. Wood.] What do you mean by once proved? — Once objected 
to, and then that the party attended tlie revising barrister’s court, and proved 
his qualification. 

4075- Chai-nnan.] Would you insist upon every claimant in the first instance 
proving his qualification ? — It would not scarcely be necessary ; there are many 
cases in South Cheshire, such as Wilbraham Egerton, esq., of whose qualifica- 
tion there could be no doubt. It would seem now that strict legal evidence is 
required, and the hardship is, that a party should be required to attend again, 
having proved his qualification once. I thought it might be an improvement if 
the revising barrister were not to require strict legal evidence, because then 
It would not be necessary to produce deeds, or necessary for the voters to attend. 

4076. Mr. C. Wood.] Do you consider the production of those deeds 
necessary now ? — No, I never look at them if I can possibly avoid it ; some 
revising barristers do require strict legal evidence. 

4077* Do you think that is the usual practice? — It varies; I am not sure 
that it is the usual practice to require deeds ; I think not. 

4078. Chairman.].\s it open to a revising barrister to insist upon evidence of 
the authority under which an agent acts for a voter whose claim he may 
sppear to support or to attack ? — -I believe so ; I think that is not usually done. 

4079- Can any voter feel secure that his vote will not be invalidated by his 
absence, unless he has given a formal sanction and authority to an agent to 
appear for him ? — I fear he could not feel perfectly secure, it depends so very 
^uch upon the notions of the revising barrister whether he would require 
strict legal proof or not ; some gentlemen are much moi*e stringent than others 

what they require. There is another alteration that certainly would seem 
flow to be very much needed ; that is with regard to the permission now given 
0 send objections by the post; in the case of South Cheshire, there were 

K K some 



W. C. Tovmsend 
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W. C. Tov:nsend, some tiiousand objections sent from Mancliester, and owing to the Post Office 
Esi). ’ being blocked up with notices of objection (the duplicates were handed ini 

many of them were not received until the 1st or 2d of September ; that was so hi 

21 Myy 1846. Sandbach, and in several parts of Soutli Cheshire, not above SO or 4-0 miles from 
Manchester. I held, erroneously> because the Court of Common Pleas over- 
ruled it, though many other gentlemen concurred with me, the words of the 
Act being “that the duplicate shall be evidence of notice having been given toa 
party,” that it was primd facie evidence, but not conclusive evidence; but the 
Court of Common Pleas has held that it shall be conclusive evidence, ihougli 
the voter may not have received a notice at all, or not till the 2d of September 
a week later than the last day fixed by law, and tlioiigh he may have remained 
at home til) the last day in August, and then gone abroad, believing, according 
to the Act, tliat no notice had been given, and when iie returns he finds his vote fs 
struck ofi*. 'fhat I consider a great hardship, ami I would suggest that the 
duplicate shall be evidence, but not coiiciusive evidence, of notice having been 
given, because otlierwise it puts the objector in a much more favourable 
.situation than a voter ; he now may put a notice into the post, and though the 
voter never receives it, owing to the immense number put in without notice 
being given to the postmaster, and which may not be delivered till long after 
tlm time, he may be struck off. 

4080. Mr. C. fVood.] Is there any other suggestion you would offer?— With 
regard to costs, at present it seems very inadequate the power the revising 
banisters have with regard to awarding costs. I will mention two cases 
that occurred to me, in whicli I thonglit I should have had tlie power of award- 
ing more than 20 5.; there was one case; the Rev. John Martin, who had a 
freehold house in the parish of Bunbury, had been objected to three times, in 
1837, 1838, and 1839; he had attended each year and proved his qualifiai- 
tion, and never changed it; he had to attend from some distance, and 
the utmost power I had, — though, when the notice of objection was proved, 
it was admitted that there was no ground for objecting to him,— was to 
award 205. costs. There was another gentleman came from London every 
year, and he has done so for the last eight years ; he has a vote in South and 
North Cheshire ; he was objected to for both ; there was no ground for objec- 
tion at all to his vote, and the utmost I could give in South Cheshire was 20 1,; 
but it did not even pay the gentleman a fourtli of the money he was out of 
pocket. I'here was anotlier case of a clergyman at NevviUl, he had held 
the rectory-house, a freeliold house and land, for 40 years ; he has been 
objected to regularly ; tlie value is above 50 /. a year ; he is an aged gentleman, 
and has been in possession for above 40 years ; he came a distance of nine 
miles, and every time the objection fell to the ground, and that seemed so com- 
pletely vexatious, the party being put to great expense and trouble, that it 
appeared to me we should have more powder to award costs. Instead of the 
proviso that the sum shall not exceed 205., I would substitute this, that in all 
cases where a vote has been proved, the ainomit to be at the discretion of 
the revising barrister, not exceeding 5 /. 

4081. Chairman.'^ Where the vote has been proved before ?— -Where the 
vote has been proved before, not to exceed the sum of 5 or in the alternative, 
at the discretion of the revising barrister, the expenses to which the voter may 
have been put, and for loss of time. 

4082. You would permit the voter to prove his vote without objection, would 
you not, to enable him to shelter himself in future ? — Yes; that it should M 
optional with him once to attend, and be put upon the register that he proven 
ins qualification to the satisfaction of tlie revising barrister. 

4083. And that such vote should not be impeached, except at extra 
Exactly; and also that the affirmative should lie upon the objector tosio 
that the qualification has been parted with. 

4084. Or was not originally a good one ? — Or was not originally a good 0^^ 

because there is very strong presumption it was originally a good one, wlien 
gentleman attended voluntarily, and proved it. r 

4085. Mr. C. Wood.'] Do you think it advisable to put the prhna 
upon the objector as to the right to property? — I mean this; 

voter has once proved that he has a freehold house and land above a c 

and charges, then it lies upon the party objecting to that vote to snow 
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tlie property is encumbered ; that he has sold it, or parted with the qualifica- 
tion ; it should rest with the objector to give frirnd facie proof that this 
gentleman who last year had a qualification has since sold it, or mortgarred it 

408S. Do you think it expedient that it should be so in the case of a voter 
who voluntarily proves his own qualification upon a party objectin.)- or opposing 
him?— I should think so ; it would be the duty of the revising barrister to 
silt tile matter carefully ; if a party voluntarily came forward to prove his 
qualification, I should think it was the same as making a claim, where, 
though not objected to, it is the duty of the revising barrister to ascertain whe- 
ther he has a qualification ; it would not be simply a gentlemau’s stating that 
he had itj but I think the revising barrister w'ould put some questions to see 
that it was a good qualification. 

4087. Bo not you think there is a diderence between a claim adjudicated 

upon between two opposing parties, and a case of voluntary proof?— Unques- 
tionably so. 2 

4088. Would you put them in the same situation?—! think so ; because the 
party, in the case suggested, volunteers to prove his qualification, and therefore 
he volunteers to answer any questions that may be put. I have no doubt when 
an agent appears, and is anxious to keep the register pure, or to watch that a 
gentleman differing from his party is not improperly inserted, that that ao-ent 
would cross-examine. There is another suggestion, with regard to the number 
being restricted for the same tenement, whether it would not be expedient that 
not more than three should be qualified for the same tenement, or different pans 
of the same farm. I speak from my experience in Flintshire, as well as South 
Cheshire, where the franchise is faeconoing very much extended in this way bv 
3 number of parties voting, as many as 1.5, fur one house ; and 1 do not think 
that that is fair to the constituency. 

4089. Would you impose any limitation to the value of the house or tene- 
ment r— Three votes for one house; or it might be three or six ; buUhat there 
should be a limit ; for instance, there is a large square at Birkenhead, Haroil- 
ton-square; and, 1 believe, in that square there have been a great number of 
votes created for one or two houses. 

4090. Clmirman.~\ You would carry out the principles of the Splitting Act r— 

I think it would be expedient to re-enact the principle of the Splitting'’Act; we 
may consider since the decision of the Court of Common Pleas that the Split’tinv 
Act is virtually repealed ; the decision of last January, that the Splitting Act 
merely mean this, that no conveyances should be invalid unless fraudulent. 

4091. Is that the decision upon an appeal that arose in the West Riding of 
Yorkshire? — It was on the 20th of January. 

4092. Chairman.'] In fact, the Splitting Act was only directed against frau- 
dulent conveyances, but not against the breaking up of one property into many 
lor the purpose of voting ?— Yes ; in that Act this occurs ; that there shall not 
be more than one voice for the same tenement; and I would carry out that 
principle, that there should not be more than three or six for the same tene- 
ment. 



W. C. Touvteiid, 
Esq. 



21 Way 1846. 



4<^93’ you see any objection to doing away with rent-charges altogether’ 
think it would be expedient if they were done away with j we have very 
lew rent-charges in the part to which my experience turns. 

4094. It would be one ofthe avenues through which votes might most easily 
hod their way ? — Yes ; there was a check with regard to 12 months* registration 
With the clerk of the peace for a specific time ; there were checks that have 
been recently removed. 

4095- Would there be, practically, any considerable disfranchisement, if such 
were enacted ? — Not in the parts of the country I am acquainted with : Wales, 
and South Cheshire. 

_ 409b* Ml'. Villiers.^ It is where you have not kad experience you are speak- 
ing ot?— I have had experience in Wales and South Cheshire. 

, 4097* M.V, C. TVoodJ] Have you any other suggestion to offer ? — Not, except- 
ing this, merely a doubt, whether at present the power of objecting is not too 
'^de; whether it ought to be that any pei’son on the register may object ; where 
e qualification is once proved, perhaps no .one should object, not in the same 
ist of voters, or a person in authority, because then it is some security that 
■ KK2 ’ a neighbour' 
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a neighbour will not object frivolously ; whereas at present a party who hasn 
the least knowledge, and who lives 40 miles off, and in a diflPerent part of ib 
county, objects to any person. 

4098. Chairman.1 Would that not be an absolute bar to all objections i 

cases where parishes belonged to one or two proprietors ?— No : in severd 
cases there are parishes in the hands of one landlord ; but persons in authority 
might still object; I mean overseers or the clerk of the peace. ^ 

4099. Mr. C. Wood.'l How can he know anything about it ?— I wish, if there 

is a new Act, to give him more power ; I think in gencj-al my knowledge would 
lead me to say he knows a great deal about it ; he attends at the quarter 
sessions ; has a great deal to do with making up the registers, aud seeing the 
lists sent in. ^ 

4100. What does he know of the qualifications of the parties? — In maav 
cases he knows perfectly. The clerk of the peace in Wales is a practisiog 
attorne}’, and goes about the country, and is well acquainted with such matters 

4101. How would that apply to the West Riding of Yorkshire ? — It certainly 
would not apply so well. 

4102. Chairman.'] In cases where parishes belonged to one individual, the 
overseers would be the tenants of that one individual, and not much inclined 
to make objections? — It would be open to that objection. 

4103. Mr. C. JVood.] Would you say that the objection should be made by 
a person in the same polling district ? — I wish rather to establish this, that where 
a voter has once proved his qualification, and his neighbours will know best 
whether he has parted with it, that the neighbours should be the parties to 
make the objection. 

4104. Mr. Milner Gibson^ Y'ou mentioned this about rent-charges; you 
thought that the number of persons entitled to vote should be limited as tothe 
same tenement ? — Yes. 

4104*. You consider the number should be limited to three ? — Yes. 

410,5. Do you apply the same principle to the case of occupying tenants in 
counties? — Yes, certainly ; I think I scarcely ever knew a case with regard to 
occupying tenants of more than four; I think the utmost has been four; in 
the case of Lord Combermcre there were four tenants voted for the same farm; 
it was 400 1. a year ; there were four young men of age who voted in respect of 
that farm, and it was proved that they were sharers of the profits and partners. 

4106. I believe, under the Registration Act of 1843, it was distinctly pro- 
vided that joint occupiers should vote, provided each shared to the amount 
of 50 1. ? — Yes, exactly. 

41 07. Therefore a farm of the value of 200 1. u year would qualify four voters! 
— Yes. 



4108. Do you recommend a repeal of that clause in the Registration Act, 
and of a limitation to throe, the number of persons who shall vote in respectof 
the same farm as occupying tenants? — I should scarcely think it necessary; I 
never knew, and 1 have had experience of a vast number of occupying tenants, 
but of this one case, where there were more than three ; I am not aware of any 
other case ; I meant that the limit should apply to occupying tenants. 

4109. You mean that a farm of 500/. a year, under the present state oftlw 
law, would qualify 10 voters, and you consider that that ought only to qualify 
three?— Three or four ; I think it might be expedient not to qualify more; it 
would be very invidious to draw a distinction between houses and land. 

4110. You recommend that a tenement should only qualify so many persons; 
•therefore the gist of ray question was, whether you drew any distinction ?--Not 
as to large holdings. 



4111. You would limit the number of occupying tenants upon a farm -"" 
can answer for six counties that it would not afieetthe occupying tenants at al- 
Now as to claims, there was this case occurred ; there were 25 claims sentiQS 



Nantwich ; claims of parties who were qualified or were to qualify at Nantmch, 
the claims were posted at Manchester, on the 19th of July, and 



till the 23d, and of course not till after the proper day, the 20th of JnliTi 
overseer wrote a notice that they were not delivered in time, and thereto^ ^ 
parties- objected to those claimants; all those claims were put on the 
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bein^ sent by post on the 19th of July, and a case of a similar kind being 
reserved for the opinion of the Court of Common Pleas, it was held that it was 
sent in time ; those claims were not objected to, and therefore I could not 
examine as to whether those claims were bond fide ; one person came into the 
room and volunteered to be sworn, and said, that the claim was sent in without 
his knowledge, and that he had not authorized any claim to be sent in; the 
signature was not his writing, nor annexed to that claim by his authority ; upon 
that I struck off that clairn. The other 24 claims are now’ on the register. It 
perhaps would be expedient that if parties may send claims by post, that 
the barrister should have the power to examine whether^the claims are 
bondjide or not ; at present we have no power, and therefore, as in this case, it 
would be dangerous to act, without any knowledge of the nature of the claims 
in the other cases ; but it raised a strong suspicion that those claims had been 
sent in without the knowledge of the parties; and I thought it would be expe- 
dient that the revising barristers should have the power to examine whether a 
claim is bond fide or not, and to see whether the claims are signed by the proper 
parties or by their authority. 

4112. Chairman^ That they should be required or empowered to do so? — 
At their discretion. 

4113. Mr. Villkrs.'] Do you require the claimant to attend before the bar- 
rister to establish his claim ? —Not in all cases ; in a case like this, 1 think the 
revising barrister should have the power to require the attendance of the 
claimants ; I certainly should have required it in this case, when I found 24 
persons were living in Nantwich ; they do not go themselves with their claims, 
but their claims are sent from Manchester, 30 miles off. One of the parties 
says, “ I never sent any claim, and it is not my writing and I think, after that, 
it would have been expedient for me to have the power of requiring the 24 to 
attend. 

41 14. Would you have one rule for claimants living in the town, and another 
rule for claimants living 30 miles off? — I mean in every case where there is 
strong suspicion laid that the claims are not bond fide, that the revising barrister 
should have that power. 

4115. Chairman^ The claimants not generally expecting to be called upon, 
if in any particular case the barrister thought it desirable to require their at- 
tendance, must he not adjourn his court? — Yes, to a future day, so as to give 
them full notice to attend. 

4116. Suppose those claimants were at a distance, or out of the kingdom, 
would they not in such a case be exposed to a hardship, unless it was a general 
rule that all claimants should appear either by themselves or agents ? — I think 
not, because here the party who put in the claim, whoever signed it, would 
attend to show he signed it with the authority of the person whose name he 
had written ; that is, if the voter did not sign it himself ; if he signed it himself, 
that of itself would show of course it was done with his sanction ; it would 
only require any person acquainted with his handwriting to say, that he believed 
it was so ; if the claim is not signed by the party, I should think it expedient 
that the person who did sign that name should attend to show he signed it with 
the authority of the claimant. 

4117. You would limit *it to such cases as where the claimant himself was 
not the subscriber, that somebody else made a claim for another? — Inmost 
cases the overseer would be able to say whether he believed it was the writing 
or not; in all cases where the claim purported to be signed by a party and 
the overseer said he believed it was so signed, the barrister would require 
no more. 

4118. It would be limited to cases where the claimant did not sign the 
notice himself? — Yes. 

4119. Mr. Milner Gibson."] You stated that there were a number of objections 
of a frivolous character, and that the objections seemed to have been taken in 
a wholesale way ; what number of objections were there? — Between 2,000 and 
3 , 000 ; it was impossible to say accurately: at the first place I attended, 
Congleton, it was ascertained that the objections signed by Hickton would fall 
to the ground ; therefore, when the overseer gave in some 40 objections, 
when it was shown they were signed by Hickton, they were not gone into, 
but thrown aside. 

0.41. K K 3 ■4.1 20. On 
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4120. On what ground did you refuse to receive his nbicctions ?-n ,■ 

ground, that the objector must sign himself; the notice of obiectinn “ r 
signed by the party objecting ; he cannot sign by deputy ; in this r ise tr f 
came and made a boast of it ; lie said he was tired of writinrr 
objected to many hundreds ; he did not Iniow wlio they were • and as t ’ ■ “ 

what Ins objection was, that was all nonsense, and he got his two iark 1 1’ 

him: they were each of them under age, and they' wrote so like W k 
that he could not safely say whether ft was their writhio- 0° his 

no ease could it be shown that Hickton signed, or the other two narties tl,' 
fore all the obje&ons fell to the ground. 

4121. It appeared, tlieii, tliat'Hickton’s children had si..-,ied these „ef 

with his knowledge and authority ? — Just so, and in his naine, * 

4122. Did you reject whole batches of objections ?-Tl,e objections ire-e 

all abandoned ; the gen leman who attended, Mr. Gibson, the town- lerk rf 
Hickton”" all those signed b| 

41 23 - 'i^oii had previously if I understand you rightly, determined not to 

ear any more of Hickton’s object.on.s, after it was ascertained that so™ f 

the objections had been signed by liis cliiidren ?-Yes, a great mimber of 
them , I so decided, and I believe there can be no doubt that tlie decision 
was a correct one : there is a ruling of the Court of Common Pleas, that E 
objector must sign himself. 

4124. It appeared to be shown tliat Hickton’s children had signed some of 
EM^tly”^'”"*’ resolved to reject the whole that remained ?- 

■ II'™ discriminated out of the list wliicli were 

S ont ^ “ * i^ I ^ 

if ’ by yot'r sons?” 1,0 

EioE k- “r tl'orelore, as he could not distinguish which weretlie 

fnfnne-’' ’ i" "P"’' “‘'b ’*<>« that 

any one was properly signet). 

4126. Mr. ra&rs.] You rejected them all ? — Yes. 

"“‘‘Tf yo“ '■ojodted as I, ad. on the ground that 

lEJdT ^ Ins children ?_1 could not tell when the man had 

^ -f ‘ ''fl' "“I" I "'“cn lie could not tell which was his 

signatuie, it was not for me to decide. 

u Having made this declaration, tliat tlie olijectioiis of Hickton wei« 

bad, did you in any cases give costs against Hickton on notices tliat were not 
Ijj 20 or SO cases, because the parties liad been brought there 
and were damnified by his act ; and though it was not good as against them, 
the act was good as against himself; lie liad authorized his sons to write those 
objections ; they had been sent by Ins autliority to the parties, and they attended 
at inconvenience and expense. 

4129. If the notice was not proved and deemed to be no notice, did yoa 
decide tliat costs .should be given to the jiarties objected to?— I tli ought it 
good as against him ; it was not good to put the voter to prove his qualifica- 
tion, but It was good against the objector, the consequence having been that 
the voter bad been compelled to attend. 

*1 .P'^viously to awarding costs in any of those cases did you iiiqoireinto 
the validity of the vote?— In every one ; I said, “ 1 will not in any case give 
costs unless the votei- proves lie has a good qualification.” 

4131. Did you find any of those votes to be bad? — Notone; I inquired 
into a great many, and in all the cases in which a party had not been objected 

0 o«ore, I did not give costs, because his qualification liad never been investi- 

"'bl'=l> to g™t costs. 

4132. Mr. C. Wood.] Was it your general rule not to give costs in the 
case of objections to votes which had not been previously investigated ?- 
General, not universal; there was the case of Mr. Antrobus, and there 
were one or two other cases, where tliere was not tile slightest ground for ob- 
jection ; the name of the objected was not known to the objector, and they were 
rutiie and frivolous objections. 

4 t 33 ‘ Mr. Milner Gibson.] If I understand you correctly, in every case where 
costs were awarded, you inquired into the validity of the vote, and you feel sui-e 
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in no one of those inquiries did you discover a vote to be bad ? — Yes ; and I feel 
sure of even more than that ; I can say for certain, unless perjury was com- 
mitted, and I feel a strong conviction that it was not, that the votes were 
entirely good, because the parties in each case proved their qualifications con- 
clusively, and it was quite dear that the objections bad been made at random. 

4134. Did you alter the register in any of those cases?— I amended the 
description in two or three, and I did it in accordance with the decision in 
the Ccurt of Common Pleas in the case of Eckersley ; I said “ freeliold house 
and land” in one case was not a sufficient description to prevent an objection 
next year, and when they said it vvas 20 yards from the church, at the risk of 
encumbering the registej', 1 made tliat addition. 

4135. Did yon make any other alterations ?— The alterations I made were 
to that effect, as to identifying the property ; I do not remember any other. 

413C. Did you make any alteration affecting the nature of the qualification? 
— I have no power to ciiange the qualifications, leasehold for freehold, where 
the vote is objected to; in several cases they have put leasehold, and it has 
turned out to be leasehold for lives ; there I could not amend, nor would I give 
costs. 

4737. Mr. C. Wood."] In that case the vote was struck off?— No; those were 
objections by Hickton ; the vote remains, but I warned the voter he had 
better attend and prove Ida qualification j upon examining those voters, 1 ascer- 
tained that there was “ leasehold house and land ” on the registei', and that it 
was leasehold for lives, and therefore ought to have been so described; and 
therefore if Hickton had p7*oved his objection, that vote would have been 
struck off ; but as lie could not, I held that the whole of the qualification would 
remain as it was, and if it was not ameiKied the next year, the vote would be 
struck off’. 

4138. Mr. Milner Gibson.'] In that case where you did not award costs, liad 
Hickton^s objection been allowed to be heard, the voter would have been ex- 
punged? — Yes. 

4139. The effect was retaining a bad vote? — It vvas a perfectly good vote, 
but the voter did not know tluit leasehold for lives had been described as 
leasehold. 

4140. Y’ou appear confident that the only alterations you made were of this 
cliaractei’, making the description more definite, and not affecting the nature 
of the qualification?— It affects the nature of the qualification, leasehold for 
freehold. 

4141. You did not make the alteration? — In some cases I think I did; it 
was in cases where the pai'ty must have been misled, and in those cases I did ; 
I remember where a party had sent in a claim, and in many cases the claims 
were original, and in others by agents, and it appeared when the claim had 
been sent in, the attorney who wrote it for him had put “leasehold house and 
land for live.s,” and it was upon the register “ leasehold house and land;” “ for 
lives,” had been omitted ; as they proved they had sent in a good claim, and 
it was the fault of the overseers in not copying it correctly, 1 there amended 
according to the claim ; if it was “ leasehold house and land,” and it ought 
to be “ leasehold house and land for lives,” if I fourid the claim correct, I 
altered it. 

4142. Did you substitute “ freehold” for “leasehold?” — Y^es, following the 
claim. 

4M3. If I understand you, if a voter appeared upon the register as having 
a leasehold qualification, and upon the investigation to substantiate his vote it 
turned out to be freehold, you substituted “freehold’* for “leasehold ?”— In 
no case but whei’e the claims have been correct. 

4^44- Mr. C. 'Wood.'] The claim sent to the overseer? — Y’’es; in no case 
altered, unless it was verifying the list by tlie claim, or amending the list by 
the original claim ; I amended the description on the overseers’ list by the claim 
sent in. 

4145- Mr. Milner Gibson.'] If I understand you right, the claim would have 
appeared on the list of voters properly described, unless the overseer had made 
a mistake ?— Yes. 

4H6- In a case of that sort, did you award costs? — No; in no case where 
I amended ; I told the voter in every case where the qualification was amended, 
that in fact he was lucky in having his vote not struck off. 

C.41. 1CK4 4147.1a 
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4147- In the Burton townsliip, I have a note liere of a cliann-e whici 
effected by you upon the revision, in what appeared tlie nature 'of the ' ? 

fication ; it is in the district; the name of William Miller of \ 

wich; he was described as having a “freehold house and land 
objected to;” he had sold his property; it vvas proved that the propertvT' 
sold, and it turned out that he was an occupying tenant of 5oZ a year "1 
therefore in that respect entitled to a vote ; as it would appear on the t 
registers, an alteration vvas made by the revising barrister from the orisinl 
claim from “freehold house anti land” to “occupying tenant?’’— I do° 1 
remember the instance ; I take it for granted you are correct'; a claim must ha 
been sent in as for occupier, 50 /. a year, if 1 did so ; I never cotild have m 2 
that violent change otherwise. 

4148. Did you actually inspect tlie written claims of parties in ail those 
cases ? — Yes. 

4149. Where you rande an alteration in the nature of the qualification Mr 
those cases, where they claimed for the fir.st time, or wliere .f made alterations 

41.50. Butin every case ?~No 3 in the great majority of cases the cliiim 
have been destroyed. • 

4151. 1 do not understand upon what autliorily vou changed the nature of 
the qualification?— On tlie 42 d section; the volor'^had done all in his power; 
he had sent in a good claim, and proved he had a good claim, and owing to 
some mismanagement of the parish-clerk or the ov,ei\seeer, they had not copied it 
correctly, and the party not having been objeclctl to, and Hickton’s objection 
being bad, I thought I might correct the description on the register by liis own 
claim. 

4152. My question was whether that applied to every case?— Very fewcases 
indeed. 

4 '. 53 * Mt. Villiei's.'] Did you proceed upon any rule to examine in every 
case? — Not in every case; in the great majority of cases there are noclaimsof 
voters who have been on the register for years, the claims have been destroyed. 

4154. C/uib'man.'] Did you never change the deaci’ijition of the (puilificatioQ, 
except upon an inspection of the original claim r — In not a single case that 
I remember ; and that violent change from “ freehold house and land,” to “occu- 
pying tenant, 50 1 . a year,” I am certain 1 could not have made, except from 
the claim. 

4155. Mr, Milner Gibson.'] I think there must be Ronio mistake here, or else 
my information is incorrect. In this case there appears to be a substitution of 
“occupying tenant” for “freehold house and land,*' and no claim had been 
made? — There are several of those cases. 

4156. The party was on the register, and it was proved before the revising 
barri.ster that he had parted with his house and land ; then he appears the next 
year as occupying tenant, and no claim had been made? — I am not aware of 
such a case ; I will take a note of it. 

4157- would appear from the two registers I have looked at, it is not the 
one you have signed, that it was so, and I was curious to know bow far this 
system of amending was carried? — If I may ask the question, can you say 
positively that no claim was made ? 

4^58. I think not; wasHickton theonly objector? — No, there was Abraham 
Goodwin ; they were the two objectons. 

4159. Were Goodwin’s objections legal? — They were many of them good 
objections, because they were chiefly against dead men ; they were all legal, as 
far as being properly signed. 

4160. Did you hear his objections? — I heard all his objections till this; that 
they refused to pay the costs upon Hickton’s objections. 

4161. I am speaking of Goodwin’s objections ? — Yes, I heard his objections 
down to the last three polling-places, where tliey refused to pay the costs or 
Hickton ; there was a little mystery made then about the Anti-Corn Law LeaguOj 
but the first day upon which the gentlemen appeared before me, Mr. Gibsoaand 
Mr. Acland, they made no secret of it. 

4162. Mr. Milner Gibson.] You stated Goodwin’s objections were legal ob- 
jections ?--So far as they were signed by himself. 

.^1.163. You received some, but not others ? — Yes. 

4164. I want to know why those others were rejected?— -I made an 
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order for Hickton to pay those costs, which were not paid, and then the 
order wa.s disputed, and they abandoned all the objections made by Hickton 

4165. Vou mean the agent in the court who had represented Hickton “ lie 
abandoned them ?- 1 hose objections, as it appeared to me, came from Man. 
Chester 1 tlip were made by a body of gentlemen ; the agents who appeared 
for them Clear y had no knowledge of the way in which those objections 
were tnade but they were made by over-zealous parties on their behllf all 
those objections, without a single exception, came through the Manchester post- 
office and were aU signed by .Samuel Hickton or Goodwin. Mr. James Idand 
and Mr Chailes Gibson attended me the 6rst day at Congleton, and there was 
no mystery made ; it was understood that they appeared in support of thoJe 
the objectors were Hickton and Goodwin; Hicktoifs objecdons 
proved to be bad, and in many cases, wliere they were vexatious objections, as 
,t appeared to me, I aw-arded costs. At Northwich. which was one if the late? 
revising places, they refused to pay those costs, and then I said, “ 1 will not hear 
the objections made by you, either signed by your agents, Hickton or Goodwin, 

ftii to tiie ^ ‘*’‘= of 

Y™ have mentioned somebody of the name ofGibson; 
did Imact and represert Hickton and Goodwin ?-Yes, no doubt he did. 

41D;. Mr. Milner Giison.] Previously to your declining to hear any of 
Goodwin s objections, Mr. Gibson had tlirown up the agency for Hic^ 
ton had not he?-He threw it up in this way; when I complained that 
Hickton could not say which was his objection, or which his sons, and that till 

appeal LTiditon " 

Hickton-s notices 

4169. And therefore they liad refused to pay costs ?— They refused to 
pay the costs that 1 awarded. ^ ^ 

4170- You having decided that all their objections were bad, they could set 
110 advantage from having objected? — None. ‘ ° 

4171. And therefore they refused to pay costs ? — Perhaps so. 

4172. I do not understand how that affects the case of Goodwin : was not he 
an elector of South Cheshire ? — Yes. 

4173* Has he not a right to object? — Yes. 

4>74- Had he in any way forfeited that right ; those two objectors-general, 
i^amuel Hickton and Abraham Goodwin, objected, not for any objections of their 
own, but objections, expressly admitted, on behalf of another body • they were 
agents ; It mattered not whether A. or B. signed ; they were signing as agents 
tor this body r —Exactly so. o a & 

4 ] 75 - Mr.afFood] How did that agency appear?— It appeared bv ad- 
mission j the statement on the first day at Congleton. 

h k By Mr. Acland and Mr. Gibson ; that they appeared on 

enalr of a body of gentlemen at Manchester and elsewhere, who were acting 
as the League. ® 

4177 - Milner Gibson.^ Did not Goodwin appear in court? — No: nor 
Hickton, till I sent for him. 



4»78. Mr. Tittier.'i.] Did they say that they appeared as agents for this body? 

Ihe honourable Member will not mistake me in saying that they both 
stood up and said, “we appear here for the Anti-Corn Law League.” Ido 
not believe that was said by one or the other ; but I was led to believe by 
J«e gentlemen who attended on behalf of voters objected to, that they be- 
lieved the body objecting were the Anti-Corn Law League; there was not a 
^ngle objection to any voter in South Cheshire, excepting tliree or four at 
les ei, that did not appear to have been signed at iManchester, and to have 
^ lough that post-otfice ; Mr, James Acland appeared to substantiate these 
wa j Gibson to support them. The League 

aw! j " room as if by consent; and afterwards, after I had 

'aided costs, there came a printed paper, “Election Ofiices, Anti-Corn 
awi^eape; Iain requested to inform you that you need not attend the 
sitf court, because we withdraw our objections.’' This was 

o^e , am not certain whether on behalf of the League, or whether signed 
LL ‘.Jimes 
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“ James Acland,*’ but it was headed “Election Offices, Anti-Corn Law Lea(m 
Manchester.” 

4179. Mr. C. Wood] To whom was it addressed ?— To several voters, with, 

drawing the objection that they had received, and it was afterwards made a 
matter of doubt, because the questions that the honourable Member is putting 
to me relate to the matter regarding costs ; it was afterwards said they were 
not agents for the League, but I have no doubt wliatever that Mr. Gibson 
Mr. Acland and Mr. Roberts appeared for the League, because the first dav 
at Congleton I was led to understand that they appeared for the League 
Mr. Faulkner said it vvas expressly so stated, and my own decided impression 
is, that it was so stated; not that they got up and said they appeared indi- 
vidually for the League, but that they appeared for a body of gentlemen who 
wished to purify the register. 

4180. Mr. Villkrs.] Was it admitted by themselves in j onr presence that 
they did so? — The first fortnight I thougnt it was expressly admitted. . 

4181. As to the fact ? — Perhaps 1 should be wrong in using the word admitted- 
it was not made matter of objection, but it was expressly declared. 

4182. Chairman.] Was it stated in court, and not denied? — Again and 
again. 

4183. Mr. C. Woodi] Did that apply to any votes as to which the objections 
were signed by Goodwin ? — Expressly. 

4 i 84. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Will you undertake to say positively that Goodwin 
himself did not attend personally in court? — He never made' himself known 
to me. 

4185. You- refused to hear any of his objections? — Not till the last three 
places ; I had heard his objections for a fortnight, when they refused to pay 
the costs I had awarded against Hickton. 

4186. Did Goodwin refuse to pay his costs? — No; the costs of Hickton; Ifoond 
that Goodwin and Hickton were agents for the body, and it mattered cot 
whether the agent were A. or B. ; I order them to pay the costs incurred 
by one agent, and until they have, they are not to be heard by the mouth of 
another. 

41 87. Wliat is the authority in the Act of Parliament which entitles you to 
go beyond the consideration of the right of au elector to object, and his right 
to be heard, if he j)ays ins costs ? — 1 believe the hoiioin-able Member has a 
clause before him, by which it will appear that any ])arty on the register may 
object, either by himself or another : now this body of gentlemen were notoa 
the register. 

4188. Goodwin was the man who signed the objections? — He signed the 
objections, but in reality he did not object for himself, but merely as Hickton 
did, for another party ; he lived at Sandbacli, and of all the notices of objection 
he signed, not one came from Sandbach, but all through the post from Man- 
chester. 

4189. You do not deny that he was legally qualified to object?— -No. 

4190* You declining to hear him because someone else did not pay the 

costs ? — Yes. 

4^0J. Chairman.] You considered the Anti-Corn Law League as thei^al 
objectors? — Clearly; and I must say further, there is not tlie .shadow of a 
doubt upon the fact ; Goodwin lived at Sandbach ; not a single objection came 
through that post-office ; every objection came througli the Manchesterppsk 
office ; to Iialf-a-dozen of the objections signed by Goodwin, there came notices 
of withdrawal not signed by Goodwin, but signed by Mr. Acland, and dated 
“ Offices of the Anti-Corn Law League.” 

4192. Mr, Villiers.] Then if the Anti-Corn Law League were the real^hjec- 
tors, would not that make it difficult to admit any objection at all from Goo • 
win or Hickton .' — No; they had made use of a legal instrument; they 2 
Made use of Hickton and Goodwin, who both had a right to object •, they we 
voters on the register. _ . 

419,8- Mr. Milner Gibson.] How did Goodwin forfeit his right to 
think he forfeited it as not objecting in his own character, but as the agent 
a b dy, which body refused to pay the costs awarded. ^ u- vmii’s 

4194- C/iaimian.] If you had to levy a distress, should you levy iton HicW 

goods, or those of the League ?-~Only by the Act on the goods of Hickton 
Goodwin ; it must be on the party signing the objection. 
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4195. Mr. Milner Gibson.^ I want to know whether Goodwin had any power 
of appeal against that decision ? — I do not think he had ; the Act has not given 
him any power. 

4196. According to this, the revising barrister might quash the whole of 
the objections made by the elector upon reasons within his own breast, and 
there is no appeal? — Yes \ I think he has absolute power as to costs, to the 
amount of 20^.; but, of course, he is amenable to any inquiry in the Honse 
of Commons. 

4197. Do you know the township of Over in the Nantwich district? — Yes ; 
I revised it at Northwich. 

4198. Do you recollect any particular claim there : can you carry them in 
your mind; five claimants for the same property; a leasehold; four of them 
were named Bourn, and one was called Robinson? — No, I do not indeed; I 
have no reason at present to remember those names. 

4199. You did not remember whether they were objected to by Goodwin ? 
— It is now six months since, and I have not had occasion to refer to my 
notes at Northwich ; I was not aware that any questions of this kind would be 
put. 

4200. Perhaps you would look to that part, and see whether you inquired 
into the nature of their qualification ; and after inquiry, whether you did not 
rule the insufficiency of that qualification; it was a leasehold salt-works, and 
notwithstanding the discovery that their qualification was insufficient, whether 
they were not still retained on the register, upon the ground that Hickton, who 
was not the objector, had not paid his costs ? — 1 do not remember the case ; I 
have no doubt, if the honourable Member has a note of it, that it is so. 

4201. In this case the inquiry took place into the qualification of five claim- 
ants, and it was ruled that tiieir qualification was insufficient; but, notwith- 
standing that decision, they were retained upon the register, because it was 
held that Hickton, not having paid his costs, Goodwin’s objection could not be 
heard ? — 1 was not aware that it was so ; I have no doubt it may be ; I am 
not prepared to deny it; I have not referred to my notes. 

4202. I have two cases of a similar character? — I believe there are 15 or 
16 in all. 

4203. Of votes objected to by Goodwin, that would have been struck off? — 
No ; I scarcely think so many as that ; I put 10 as the maximum. 

4204. You will admit there were 10 votes objected to by Goodwin, that 
would have been struck off if you had admitted Goodwin’s objections ? — My 
own belief is, that there were six or seven. 

4205. Did you revise the Birkenhead district? — Yes, the whole of South 
Cheshire. 

4206. As you cannot call to mind particular cases, perhaps you will take a 
note of the case of James Stanton, who described himself on the register as 
residing in Thelwell, Lancashire ; I wish to know whether you made any 
decision as to an alteration of the name of the county upon a declaration of 
the voter himself that he did not live in that county ?— I am not aware of 
that, 

4207. Will ymu take a note of James Stanton, and inform the Committee 
whether you did not award costs against the objector, and refuse to amend the 
register, though the voter declared that he did not reside in the county in 
which he appeared to reside ? — I can fully explain that, and every decision. 

4208. With regard to the Chester district; take a note of the names of Poole 
and Peck objected to, and ascertain whether Peck did not state that he had. 
parted with his property, and nevertheless his name was retained on the register, 
the description being amended ? — I do not believe there is such a case as that ; 
I will inquire into it. 

4209. Then there is another case which bears upon the law very much, in the 
Christleton township, of a voter in whose case “ village” was held to be suf- 
ficient ; and in the same township, did not you rule in the case of Richard 
Roberts that “ village” was insufficient? — No. 

4210. Was there no amendment in that case? — That note strengthens the 
suspicion which 1 have had for some time, that the person who supplied that 
information must have had a very erroneous recollection ; I am peremptorily 
certain that I never ruled that “ village” was sufficient as to the qualification of 

0*41 • L L 2 006 
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one occupying tenant, ami insufficient as to the qualification of . 

IS totally unfounded. t’other; it 

4211. The Chief Justice of the Common Pleas lias laid down that “ 'll 
would be insufficient, and too general a description r— No ; I think the h' 
able Member must pardon me there ; in the case of Eekersley, it was linls 7 ' 
it might be ; but there has been a decision since that, in wliich it is s ' 1 
entirely for the barrister to say whether the description is snfficientor 'a* 
Common Pleas will so far trust to our discretion ; an, 1 I can most do, , i 1 

deny that there is a particle of foundation fhr tliat impntution : for I nVv ' r P 
“ village sufficient in the case of one small voter, and insufficient in aaothe 
I wih not take a note of that; I am so sure that there is not a sliad™„r 
foundation for it, that I certainly will not take a note as to that “ 

4212 It ajipears from inspection theie was an amendment in the 
Richard Koherts, that “ village" was not sufficient, and there was an ammS 
ment, but in the case of Ince no such amendment was considered reouisit.: 
—There IS this explanation as to Ince, that he is the owner of the whole ni 
.Chnstleton township or village, and states a correct descriptioii. 

4213. There is the case, 804 , Birkenhead district, oCTiioirmsL^ nfnn 

London Road, Liverpool ; “ House-rental 50 1. per annum’’ is the qualificati n 
and the alteration in the third column was to “ Ireehold house i, that 
alteration from mere “ house rental, 50/.’’ to “ freehold house,” ’such a one s 
you would think yourself authorized to make ?- 1 never did make it unlessit 
was upon a claim ; there being no objection, the voter having sent in a rWit 
claim, I amended it from that claim. “ * 

4214- There vvas another case that excited my attention; the case of the 
Reverend Joshua King; he described himself “ of Woodchurch, rector” /-Yes 
"net there was an amendment?— “ Freehold house and land; tithes, 

‘ "P"" was not objected lo, 

and therefore I had no right to strike him off. 

421 7 I-Iow do you mean ?— Llhs vote was not objected to ; I have a distinct 
recollection of the case ; Mr. King is a gentleman who doe.s not measure his 
phrase.s, and he said 1 was a “ whig hireling I suaick off the vote of his clerk; 
his cleik w as objected to ; he was put down “ dork ;" I struck off the vole 
because clerk is no qiialffication, and Mr. King stated in one of the Liver- 
pool papers, that a whig hireling had come to Birkenhead and committed this 
injustice ; and the last time Mr. King was there in person 1 said, “ Mr. King, 
It IS fortunate you are not objected to this year ; if you had been, I should 

‘“'e I'Ht ‘Liwn ‘ rector,’ and that is not 
sumcient. yvhat possible ground of inculpation there is, 1 cannot imagine; 
an w ly I should not put “freehold bouse, land and tithes,” when thatis 
the desciiption and it is put ■■ rector,” I do not know. 

struck off? had been objected to he w'ould have been 

V ^ understand how it came under your notice? — In revising the 

IS 3 le p ace iie is rector of is a very small one, witli not above live or six 
names m it; it is very near Arrow, but it is a very small township; Wood- 
climch ; there were only those five or six names ; Mr. King presented his 
an!i rn Pj ^ casually looked at his name, and saw how he was described; 
and I had a lively recollection of the affair of the clerk. 

4220. 1 do not understand what the authority is that you find in the Regis- 
tratiori Act, _to make such an important amendment as from “ rector’’ to 
neeiiolcl . — 1 think I have under the 42 d section ; I am aware that revising 
bairisters differ upon it, but many tliink I have that power. 

4-21. Will you take a note, also, of the namo of Charles Shaw, of Bursleni 
fliointon-iu-the-Moors; he was objected to on the ground of removal; Ibe 
votei himself made a re-claim from removing to West Derby, near Liverpool; 
there were costs awarded against the objector to the voter of 20 5. /-Yes. 

4222. Mr Fdhers.] I want to know what the forms are that you go tbrongo 
wtien you change the nature of the qualification ; von find the qualification is 
1 j '‘f "g'’* t*'® register, and you call for the claim, a" 

Lunderstand’ from the overseer; I want to know whether you call the oyer- 
l''®^ whether It IS his fault or his misconduct, whether unintentional or 
purposely, that he has not strictly copied the claim upon the register ?-rTI|0 

hoiionraU' 
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honourable Member mistakes me if he supposes I go through the list name by 
name; it is in tliose cases \yhere the parties are objected to. When the obiec- 
tion was made by bamuel Hickton, and the objection was withdrawn ■ and then 
the party applied for costs, and I said, “ If you wish that, you must prove vour 
qualification, ' I might inquire of the overseer, but there would be no altera- 
tion except where the voter put his hand in his pocket, and brought out a 
paper, saying, “ there is my claim.’* ° 

4223. 1 think you referred to a case in which you changed the nature of the 
claim iiom leasehoid to “ freehold I wish to ask you whether you called 
upon the overseer to account for his omission ?^Yes, andin nearly all the cases 
the answer was that he could not teli j in most of those cases the overseer did 
not make out the list himself ; he could not write 5 it was supposed it was the 
mistake of the parish clerk. 

4224. He is tile person authorized to make out the list?— Yes. 

4225. Chainian.^ In most cases cannot the overseers write ? — In the ma- 
jority of cases, all over the county, the overseers cannot write correct lists • 
they can sign their names, but they do not think themselves sufficient penmen 
to write out a long list. 

4226. Mr. Villiers.'] Those are the only persons trusted to, to obiect to the 
claims sent in ? — Yes. 

4227. You do not inquire into the claims unless the overseer objects to them ? 
—No; I think we ought to have more power to inquire into them. 

4228. Mr. Milner Gibson.'\ With regard to the notices that were too late, 
did you p-ant no appeal upon that point ?— With regard to costs, I did not. 

4229. When they were valid notices, but too late ?— It comes to a question 

of costs. ^ 



4230. Mr. Villkrs.'] With respect to Mr. Gibson and Mr. Acland, I ask you 
whether you took any evidence at all with respect to their connexion with the 
League? — There was no question made the first day; I took it for granted. 
Mr. Wilson, the solicitor at Congleton, and Mr. Faulkner, both openly stated 
in court, and it was so ascertained, that they did, as agents, appear for those 
gentlemen known by the name of the League. 

4231. Did you take any evidence, specifically, as to whether those gentlemen 
were connected with the League ?— Yes, this evidence ; I took a copy of the 
notice sent in of withdrawal of objection, because I said that it was a very- 
clear and violent presumption, that those who abandoned the notice of objection 
were the parties who made it. 



4232. Did you take any evidence as to the point whether those two persons 
were paid agents of the League ? — No, I did not. 

4233. You did not take any evidence to establish the connexion between 
those persons and what you call the League ? — The chief evidence I had was 
this, the withdrawing of the objection from the League offices, and all the 
objections coming through the Manchester post-office. 

4234. I think you suggested to the Committee, that wlien a revising barrister 
has once decided upon a qualification, that voter should not be disturbed again, 
unless some very special ground was shown ? — Unless some ground was shown, 
that the affirmative should be on the objector, at the risk of indemnifying him 
for the costs to which he is put j that he should not simply object and leave the 
party to prove his qualification. 

4335- You think the decision of the revising barrister should so far be con- 
clusive for the future ? — So far as to throw the onus upon the objector. 

4236. Do not } OLi think that revising barristers differ very much in their 
decisions ? — Yes ; not more than the courts above ; we do not differ more than 
the Court of Common Pleas, the Court of Exchequer and the Court of Queen’s 
Hench. 



. 4237- The Court of Common Pleas differs from the revising barrister? — Yes, 
U overruled me. 

,4238. Y oil have not been fortunate i-n your agreement with the Court of 
Common Pleas? — So far fortunate that in 10 cases that I granted, of the 10 
two have been taken on one point, and in 9 they acquiesced. 

4239. You, I believe, differ from the Court of Common Pleas with respect 
to the Splitting Act? — I do not differ from it ; I do not say that their decision 
IS not good in law ; I am not so presumptuous as to say that ; I only wish to 
suggest that if the Act be amended it will be well to carry the Act further. 

®‘ 4 i- LL3 4240. You 
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4240. You consider that the decision of Lord Chief Justice Tindal hi 

effect of repealing the Splitting Act? — I meant tliat it repealed the nrin '1 
of the Splitting Act, as before that decivsion it was genej’aliy understood-^'* 
was generally understood to he an Act to prevent cutting up teneme’h 
that there should be only one voice for the same place. ’ 

4241. With respect to the suggestions you made to the Committe, there ‘ 
one I wish to have some explanation upon ; you think it would be an advanta 
to do away with rent-charges as a qualification ; will you xState why ?— Becauf 
they are made the occasion now of multiplying votes ; in Wales and South 
Cheshire there are very few indeed. 

4242. You mean no other objection than its leading to an increased number 
of voters in the county? — No; multiplying the votes of those who have no 
connexion with the constituency. 

4243. I am not alluding to cases where they are not paid for, but bond fik 
rent-charges ? — I think they may be made to increase the constituency iinfaiiiy* 
that upon one property, if it is very valuable, you may have too many votes 
created upon that property; I do not think there should be 50 or 100 created 
for the same property in the way of rent-charges. 

4244. Mr. C. Berkeley.'] Connected with that, it would transfer the repre. 
sentation of a county into other hands than the bond fide constituency of the 
rural district? — Completely so, of Flintshire for instance; there are nearly 
3,000 electors in Flintshire, and there are not above 1,000 connected with the 
county; owing to the violent manner in which Flintshire has been contested- 
they have brought upwards of 2,000 from IJverpool and distant places. ' 

4245. Getting voters upon the register through the means of rent-charges! 
— No, there are very few rent-charges ; but splitting up a field into eight or 
ten owners, and each shall give 40 /. for his eighth of that field. 

4240. Mr. Villiefa.] You would not say it is done more by one partytiian 
the other?— -No, in Flintshire quite as much by one party as by the other. 

4247. Mr. Milner Gibsoji.] About these notices, which you considered to be 
bad, because they were received too late ; I ask you wlicther you declined to 
hear any objections that reached their destination after the 25 th of August?- 
Yes, I did. 

4248. When the parties who had been objected to ai)peared, did you go into 
the inquiry as to those votes? — I objected in one case, because the notice W8s 
received after the 25 th of August, signed by Hickton ; all Goodwin’s, I believe, 
arrived in time ; there were two reasons why 1 did not hear llickton’s. 

4249. The ground upon which you declined this class of objections was, 
that they came too late, and were signed by Hickton ?— Yes. 

4250. You inquired, in some cases, into the validity of the votes of the 
parties that attended ? — Yes. 

4251. Did you award costs to any of those parties? — Yes, I did in severd 
cases. 

4252. On the other hand, when a vote appeared to be a bad vote from the 
inquiry, did you allow it to be struck off? — Never wiien Hickton w£w the 
objector. 

4253. I mean the notices that were too late? — Every one of Goodwini> 
objections came in time I believe. 

4254. What I do not understand is this, how you could award costs to the 

parties objected to, when the vote was proved to be a good vote, and, on the 
other hand, not allow it to be struck off when proved to be a bad voce Ihc 
principle is perfect lyclear. , • i-h 

4255. What is the authority under the Act by which you inquired m 

those votes, and in the cases where they were proved to be good, awarded cos 
against the objector, but in the cases in which they were proved to be bad, yo 
did not allow them to be expunged ? — I do not see the dilemma ; there is 
difficulty when I explain this distinction, that tlie notice of objection . 
bad as affected the voter ; for whether signed by Hickton or by two boys 0 
name, they could not say, nor who wrote it ; and it was wholly bad as togo & 
into the vote, ,Lg 

4250. I am speaking of that class of objections that were of 

notices of objection did not reach their destination until after the » 
August, .wrminer signed by Hickton or any body else?— Nota single 
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came too late, T believe, except those signed by Hiekton ; I did not decline any 
one notice of objection because it came too late ; none came too late of Good- 
win’s, but all Hickton’s came too late ; I did not disallow an objection merely 
because it came too late, but because it was signed by Hiekton. 

4257. It was at Congleton ; the decision had not then been given, that 
Ilicton’s notices were bad? — Yes; it was given at Sandbach, 

4258. I ask you whether, before that decision, a number of objections were 
refused to be heard on the ground that the objection came after the 25th 
of August?— I do not think it was so*, I did hold that the 25th of August 
was the last day to make the objections : if the voter did not receive the notice 
before 12 o’clock on the night of that day. and it was shown that it came on 
the 26th or 27th, I held the vote could not be questioned ; but still I held 
against the objector, that costs might be allowed : the objector had put the 
voter to trouble and expense ; he had objected to him, and made him attend 
my court; in some eases he had come down from London; I went into the 
qualification, and held that the vote might not be struck off; yet against the 
objector he had a right to his costs. 

4259. Still the Court of Common Pleas subsequently decided that those 
notices were good notices of objection? — That they were in good time, not 
that they were good notices of objection. 

4260. I cannot understand, still, how you could decide that costs should be 
given to a party whose vote was proved to be good ; and yet the vote should 
be retained when it was proved to be bad; that is to say, that the objector 
should never have the advantage of his objection, but always be obliged to pay 
costs when he made a bad one? — You are mistaken in the fact; I never 
a^Yarded costs where the qualification was proved to be bad ; I never gave costs 
against Hiekton, but where the qualification was good. 

4261. You let the vote remain on the register when proved to be bad? — 
Because the objection was signed by Hiekton, or some one for him, and it came 
too late. 

4262. I ask whether, if all those cases had been consolidated into one appeal, 
whether the Court of Common Pleas would not have struck off all those which 
you refused to hear on the ground of the notices being too late ? — They would 
not have struck off a single one ; they could not have struck off a single one, if I 
may, without presumption, say so ; every one was signed by Hiekton, and the 
Court of Common Pleas has decided that every objector shall sign the objec- 
tion himself; the man upon his oath could not say out of several hundreds 
which of those names were signed by him. 

4263. Chairman?^ If any votes were preserved upon the ground of the 
objection having come too late, if an appeal had been admitted, the decision 
of the Court of Common Pleas would have struck off all those votes? — That 
decision would not have struck off a single one, because there was not an 
objection came too late, I believe, but what was signed by Hiekton. 

4264. After the doubt about his hand-writing had arisen ? — No ; that doubt 
arose at the latter end of the day ; I speak after an interval of seven months. 
There is no wrong done to the constituency, because if they had consolidated 
every objection that was disallowed, on the ground that the objection came too 
Lte, not one of those could have been struck off, because in each case the 
objector was Hicton, and he could not say which he had signed. 

Lancelot Shadwell, Esq., Examined. 

4265. Mr. C. Wood."] I BELIEVE you were revising barrister for the county of 
Middlesex? — Yes, for several years; last year and the year before that; 1 
first revised it in 1838. 

4266. How long have you been revising barrister? — I revised in the year 
1838, and in every subsequent year ; but in IS-^iS I did not revise the county 
of Middlesex. 

4267. Has your practice suggested to you any defects in the present Regis- 
ti'ation Act? — I think there are some objections to the law as altered by the 
Gth Victoria, cap. 18. 

4268. Will you tell the Committee what are the chief defects ?— I think 
there are too great facilities for frivolous objections ; I think that the lOOtli 
section of the last Act gives a very great facility to persons to object without 

0.41. LL4 ■ 
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L<i«cdoi sliMl, any reason ; t/iey may object and may get a person disfranchised n m 

voter knowing any tiling of the matter. "'itlioon 

4269. How ?-He may send the notice of ol.jcction tlirouM. the 
It has been decided by the Court of Common Pleas that if it is . 
the tune reaiiired bv the Act si,.,ii i.„ ... . _P°5W 



21 May 1846. 



4269. How ?-He may send the notice of oi.jcction tliroiKd. the , 

4 has been decided by the Court of Common Pleas that if it s c 
the time required by the Act, that shall be iKit merely 

out c^luswe evidence of .service, not to bo rebutted bv the 

fnat the notice never reached him. ■' provii^ 

4270. Would you suggest any alteration in that rc.spoct i=_Yes 1 .. 

allow notice to be sent by the post, but I would allow the service to L k™"' 
by the party proving l ie notice did not reach its destiiiiition within 

4271. You would allow evidence of postiii..- to be iwimfi 

service liable to contradiction by po.sitive proof of iion-i-oceip/?--! "f 

::-.csr 

4272. Do you itiean a declaration mider the Act?-- -Yes, 

4273. Before whom would you have it made ?— Before a’iustice of the P... 

a"' voluntary llifS 

to the consequence of perjury in the event ofit not being triie?~Ye.s 

for"r.?^b b^fen-Yls'" 

nn^-ps!l t 'Y ™ '1^ ™s established that he had 

no reason to believe he had aground of objection 

his\\'lief2 How would you prove he had no probable ground for 

belief rLrio.d? i some groiiml for he 

set made s™iu ’ oheck many frivolous objectioii.s, such as I hare 

nwl f *1“ ontloiihted character, rank, and prouertyi fher 

steoff" On?v"“ ‘'7 oppoo'i'iff. and then UieLe^s being 

a eieal numb , ■'ornarkable instance came befiirc me last year; there wb 
obi^S to in irL®'" who had cliambcf.s in the Temple; they were 

Slat, a and 3 Will. 4 j ra ; j, V "Po" “ 8'''o«”il tliat I was obliged to admit to be valid; 
0- 45, a. 38? I,. In "'''’■'■o a parish lias no overseeis 

the adioin’inn- • .1' ' piasiimed, for the |iurposes of tliat Act, to belong to 
shall be rmSiii?!!'.? I’ T^i there is more than one adjoining parish, that it 
and tliat r ” belong to the least popiiloiis oftlio.se adjoining parishes, 

ad o i W m,."?‘.“ ‘'‘f ‘>0 sent to tlm leasrpopiiloes 

rivincte? o,' ' ' ’ ^ gie.it number of gentlemen of undoubted qualification and 
Ainr di I lespect. incliHliiig some judge,!, Mr. Barm Aldmm, and I 
Temnie ■( and other.,, had chambers in the 

sem!n 4l- “'!,“ >J?'-'tcd to in 1844,, and the ground w.as, that they had 

W„, swl'l? ? !? ovprecer of St. Dmistaris-in-tke-Wesi. and 

of WhiMri ‘ populous Iiarish, and that the precincts 

in same gentlemen took care to send 

fLIr lbst t en Ih of WiiVcmra, and they were all put upon 

nnlv f all objected to again, but on no substantial grounds, 
headed mi ?■ Were made; one was that the list ought to have been 

dSfS^w inn'^rhe" ^ of Whitclriars” but “ property to k 

and nlr / 1 of Whitefriai's ;” I overruled all those objections 

and no irmdyrde objection was offered. 

™ case?— No; we bad laid down a rule 

about costs, hat 111 case of a new claim no costs were to be given. 

4 /9- s that the general rule of the revising barrister, that no co.sts should 
be given against objection., to new claims ?-lt is always observed in Middlesex; 
that was laid down by Mr. Walpole, who preceded mo ; he was the first revising 
banister there since the last Act; he laid down the rule that no costs should 
be given in case of a new claim ; he thought every voter, should be required 

°rf. P™''® ®Him ; I followed that precedent, though I 
sometimes did it unwillingly. ^ 



4280. 
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42S0. Sir John Walsh.] These were not new eloimcS n, 

disallowed the year before. claims ?-Tes; they were MaSiM, 

■ b any other mode in which you think facility is ^ 

given to tl.ese fnvolons objections ?-I think it would be a good thiogTpZer 
was given to he revising barrister, any case where a votfr upon 
was objected to, and the objection was gone into, and he had proved his fuali 
ficat.on, to add in the margin of the list the word ■■ proved 184,6 or 5s47” asf/e 
case might be ■ and in that case, if the same person was ever objected to again 
the revising barrister should consider that the party who had once nrlved 

4282. Would you in that case give heavier costs against the objector t-I do 
not think the costs are quite large enough. I was going to add, thafprovis ons 
are made for the case of overseers objecting ■ as to their ohioor^. i m 
allow the law to remain as it is no’w. if '.h? r^vilh^^mSe "h ’d' JS' n 

proved. 184,6 to the name of any voter, and the overseer afterwards obTefted 
I would allow the overseer 5 objection to stand on the same footing as irnow 
does ; the party objected to should have the onus of proving he rftaTned the 
qualification ; but in the case of a third person objecting, I would req^e 
to prove that tlie qualification was parted with “ vqiiire mm 

tior?^YSrwruW :,Lw uTaf 

4284. Would you allow the objector, then, to object to a proved vote subiect 

to the necessity ot proving a >oie case against the qualification, Ind 
subject to heavier costs in case of failure ? Yes. ^ «tiju 

4285. Do you think that would be an adequate security against frivolous 

objections to votes already proved?- Yes, I think it would ^ ^ 

4286. Have a number of objections been made before you merely for the 
purpose of amending the description of the property for which the persZ 
claimed, or ol then lesidence ? — A good many have, certainly 

4287. How have you dealt with them ?-It has been our practice to discover 
as well as we can, whether the property could be a little more correctly de- 
smbed ; and then if we make any alteration in the register, it has been our 
practice to give no costs. 

42S8. Have you in such cases struck off the votes, or amended the descrin- 
tion on the register? — Amended the description on the register. ^ 

4289. Have you done so whenever materials were afforded to you to render 

the identification more easy?— Vest but the revising barrister has no power 
to alter the description of the qualification. ^ 

4290. I am not speaking of the description of the qualification; have you 
any power to alter a misdescription of the name and residence ; what is called 
misdescription in the fourth column' — That we have always done: votes have 
very seldom been struck off’ for an objection of that kind. 

4291- Mr. C. Wood.] Have you ever struck off a vote where it was possible 
tor you, from information afforded to you at the time, to amend the description 
under the 40 th section of the last Registration Act ? — I do not think I have 
ever struck off when I had power to keep them on ; my practice has been to 
ravour the voter as far as I could; if I did not, it may have been that a 
person had given an uncertain description of his qualification ; suppose a man 
described himself as “rector of a parish it is very difficult to deal with a 
case ot that kind, to keep it on; I have sometimes very reluctantly struck off' 
votes where the description was not sufficient. 

4292. Which would not be a perfect description of qualification? — No. 

4293. May you not amend the description of the qualification if it is merely 
or the purpose of making the description more clear ? — Yes, if it is merely for 
the purpose of making the description more clear. 

Should you have awarded costs in the cases of objections made for 

e mere purpose of amending the fourth column ? — It has seldom been neces- 
sary to give costs ; if no applications have been made for costs, we have 
p have very seldom been made ; the cases are generally advo- 

na t' 1 Prisons who appear on behalf of associations ; but sometimes the 
p r les have come in person, and have had costs: I have sometimes given 

^ those cases, where I thought that the objection was made without any 
g ound upon the merits. Cases have frequently occurred before me of this 
MM kind; 
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kind; persons have made objections without any ground whatever havin 
just reason to suspect the qiialificaiioti, but taking the chance of’beinff\? 
by reason of the party not attending, or not heitig able to send any person 
take care of Ins case, to get his vote struck off, and wlien tliey have been ! •'' 
appointed in that, they have endeavoured to evade the payment of costs t 

inducing me to make some insignificant aiteration, such as to alter the wo / 

“in this parish’" in the fourth column ; they knowing the practice laid down 7 
any alteration was made to give no costs; I say, in some such cases' I h* 
refused to make any alteration, and have given costs. ’ ^ 

4295. Do you hold it necessary that the voter himself should appear to 

maintain his claim if objected to ? — No. ^ 

4296. C/iaiJ'man.] Or tliat evidence of tlie authority of any agent to appear 

on his behalf should be produced ?— No ; I should not hold it necessar/that 
his agent should prove that he was employed by him. ^ 

4297. Mr. C. Wood.] Have you taken hucIi evidence as is given by a person 
apparently acting for a voter in court?— If a person states himself to appear 
for a voter, I presume he is authorized ; in one case at Brentford, they wished 
me, before the objection was gone into, to require it to be strictly proved 
that the person appearing was authorized by the objector to appear for him- 
1 said, I would lay down what should be the practice in my court; if a person 
stated he appeared for any party, I presumed he was authorized to appear Ibr 
him ; I said, if there was any difficulty about co.sts, I would not go into the 
objection, unless an amount for costs was first paid into court ; the other party 
had said, “I do not know that he is authorized to appear; I have no 
security that I shall get the costs;” to which I said, “ Let liim pay costs into 
Court before the case is gone into.” 

4298. You required, from a person who did not prove his authority to appear 
upon the objection, a previous deposit of costs, on the requisition of the other 
party? — Yes. 

4299. Do you think it desirable that this power of objecting on minor points, 
not affecting the real qualification, should be restrained in any way ; for instance, 
a misdescription, either in the name or in the situation of a freehold which 
did not vitally affect the qualification ? — I think it would be sufficiently restrained 
by requiring the objector to make a solemn declaration, as above suggested. 

4300. Chainnmt.] Would you make it requisite for a person serving anotice 
of objection to state under wlrat column he made his objection; whether oa 
the ground of misdescription or otherwise ? — Only by the form of the declara- 
tion which I describe below. 

4301. Mr, C. Wood.] Would you absolutely require him to state the grounds 
of his objection, or more than the head of the column under which his ob- 
jection was to be made ? — If he were to state the ground of his objection, that 
would involve a prohibition to go into any other ground of objection. 

4302. I want your opinion on that point ? — I think if he was required to 
state the ground of his objection, it would have a tendency to check frivolous 
objections. 

4303. Would you go so far as to require him to state the grounds of bis 
objection, beyond stating under what column of the list of claimants the ob- 
jection is to be made, whether it is actually to the qualification or to any point 
of misdescription which may be corrected by the revising barrister ?— I do not 
think that a requirement of that kind would be attended with any good. 

4304. Do you think it would be advi.sable to draw any distinction between 
objections taken to the qualification which cannot be altered by the revising 
barrister, and those points which may be amended by the revising barrister on 
information being supplied to him ? — Yes, 1 think it would be desirable to make 
a distinction between them. 

4305. What distinction would you make? — I think that under the Act, as it 
now stands, that the form of objection always reouires the party to prove 
qualification. 

4306. Chairman.] Under that form, as it now stands, whether his vote is 
impeached for want of qualification, or a misdescription of the place within 1 6 
parish, he would lose his vote? — He would not lose his vote for a misdesciiph®^' 

4307- If* he did not appear? — Yes ; if lie did not appear, he would It^^eit- 
Mr. C. Wood.] Is it your practice to revise the list for the , 

amending the descriptions, except upon objections brought before 
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I have done so, certainly ; when my attention has been called to some misdescrip- 
tion in the list, though no objection is made to the same, I have gone into it, 
and corrected the misdescription. 

43^9* Your attention called by whom ? — By persons appearing for the parties 
who were misdescribed. 

4310. That is, on ihe application of the parties themselves ? — Yes. 

4311. Is it your practice to do so, except your attention is called to it 
either by objectors or agents on their behalf? —If my attention was not called 
to it, I should not. 

4312. Bo you go over the lists with the overseer to ascertain that upon the 
whole they are correct? — Yes; J have done that very- often : after the objec- 
tions have been gone through, we have gone over the li.st, and made additions 
and alterations. 

4313. On the authority of the overseer? — I think I have made corrections 
at the suggestion of the overseer. 

4314. Would it not be rather dangerous to do it at the suggestion of 
other parties not authorized, or who did not produce authority to act? — I 
think it would. I feel great difficulty in saying that a party should be required 
to state, in his notice of objection, under which column he objected to a voter; 
he might say he objected to them all ; I cannot in a moment define my opinion 
with sufficient precision. 

4315. Chairman.'l The costs as they now stand are practically very little 

protection ?— Very little. • 

4316. Mr. C. IVood.'] Do you think it would be desirable to increase the 
power of the revising barrister in awarding costs? — I think the amount might 
be increased ; then, again, that would make very great difficulty ; the revising 
barrister has not all the machinery under him which the superior courts have for 
taxing costs. 

4317. Chairman.l The costs are more in the light of a penalty? — Yes; as 
they now stand, no sort of compensation to the party ; some persons came up 
a distance of 60 miles. 

43 \ 8. Mr. Milner Gibson.] You mentioned that you thought the objector 
should be required to make a declaration that he had good grounds for ob- 
jecting? — That he believed he had good grounds for objecting. 

4319. Are you of opinion that the claimant should make a declaration that 
he had good grounds tor claiming to vote ? — Yes. 

4320. You would apply the same rule to the claimant?— Yes ; I think that 
these declarations should be sent to the clerk of the peace ; I think it would 
be a good thing if they were sent, not at the time at which the claim was sent 
in, but at the time from which the possession, in respect of which the claim was 
made, began ; but I should like to consider this point. 

4321. The county registration fee of l5.; that has been abolished, I think? 
—Yes. 

4322. At the present moment there is no obstacle to putting a fictitious 
claim upon the register ? — No. 

4323. Has not the objector to pay expenses in the shape of fees and postage, 
and the appearance of the agent in court, in order to prove his notice of 
objection ?— In cases before me, generally speaking, the agents were only two 
persons appointed by a sort of society, one for defending the votes of the 
liberals, and one on the part of the Conservatives. 

4324. If I understand you rightly, on the whole, you would recommend a 
declaration or some obstacle of that kind thrown in the way of objections, and 
also thrown in the way of claims?— Yes, both claims and objections ; a decla- 
ration of the party that he believed there was some ground tor his proceeding, 
and then it would not be done in the same wanton way as now ; but as to 
claims, I wish to further consider it. 

4325. As the law now stands, there is no check whatever to fictitious claims, 
and everybody objecting to voters, objects to them at the peril of costs, and 
also of certain expenses to himself? — The objector incurs very little expense to 
himself. 

4326. He has postage and fees ? — I am not certain that it is necessary to 
pay any fees. 

4327* At any rate every objector has to serve, three notices ; the county 
registration fee of 1^. is done away with, and you have nothing to do but to 

0.4 j, MM2 make 
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LancelotHhadwell, make a claim, if I understand you, and you appear on the register, and tWe 
Esq. you remain until an objection is made ? — Yes ; but there is a check against that- 

the overseer may object to any one without giving any reason whatever. ’ 

•21 May 1846. 4328. Practically do they do that to any extent? —Some of the overseers d 

that duty very well: and they very seldom object without a ground. ^ 

4329. Chairman.'] Did you find many cases of fictitious claims? I do not 

think very many fictitious claims came before me. 

4330. Which require the register to be so vigilantly watched ? — No, but it h 

hard to know, two circumstances must concur, you must have a claim and an 

objection, to know whether the claim is fictitious. 

4331. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Do you find in revising the list of voters nianv 
persons upon the register who are not entitled by law to be there?— No that 
has not struck me; no very great number; I do not think those cases are 
numerous ; what has rather struck me is the great readiness to make groundlea 
objections. 

4332. You mentioned the case of a rector ; you thought it an insufficient 
description of a clergyman, describing himself as rector ; had you any case.sof 
that sort in the Middlesex registration ?— I do not think I decided any ease of 
that kind. 

4333. Were there not many clergymen struck off in the last revision forsucli 
misdescription ? — There were some, and I was very reluctant to strike them off. 

4334. Are you not of opinion that a voter upon the list of voters is entitled 
to that sort of accurate description on the part of other voters, that shall enable 
them to be identified ? — ^Yes. 

4335. Why were you reluctant to strike parties off so imperfectly identified? 
— They had a qualification, but they were described inaccurately ; they had 
not put such a description as came within the requirements of the Act. 
Very often the overseers had neglected to publish the objections; objections 
have been sent to the overseers, and the Act requires that when a party objects 
to a voter, he shall send a notice to the party and also to the overseers; the 
overseers have to make out a list of those objections, and post it up at the 
church-doors, and it lias happened in several cases before me that the overseers 
have not put the names of the parties objected to into their list, and it was con- 
sidered a great hardship upon the voter that the notice should be sent to him by 
post. 

4336. In consequence of this, you would recommend that the notices of objec- 
tion should be sent 10 tlie clerk of the peace? — Yes; but I would not dispense with 
the overseers altogether ; they have local knowledge ; I think it would be a 
good thing if the revising barrister was not to go into an objection, unless the 
overseer had put the name of the party objected to into the list ; I would not 
go so far as the 2 & 3 Will. 4, which requires that the overseer should putthe 
names of the persons objected to into the list, and keep it on all the church-doors 
every day for 15 days ; in one case, where I revised before the last Act, at Ham- 
mersmith, it was shown before me, that on one of the cliurch-doors there had 
been no list for a portion of the time, as the Act required, and I was obliged 
to hold that the objections could not be gone into ; now there is too great a faci- 
lity, for now that is not required ; it is merely required that the notice shall be 
sent. 

4337- Mr. C. Wood^ Is there any other suggestion you would like to make 
with a view to the amendment of the Act? — i should* like to consider of it; 
I think some of the notices, should be sent to the clerk of the peace, and not 
to the overseer : but I should like to give further consideration to the subject. 
I think the great evil under the present system, is the too great facility that 
is afforded to the making of frivolous and wanton objections ; and in order to 
avoid this, I would suggest, — 

1. That any person desirous of making an objection to the name of a voter 
on the register, should first make a solemn declaration before a justice of tw 
peace or other proper officer, in the form required by the statute 5 & 6 Will. 4; 
c. 62, to the effect that he knows or believes the voter (naming him), to be no 
possessed of the qualification described as hks in the register (mentioning toe 
qualification) and that he has such or such grounds for his belief (stating therO') 
(He should be required to deliver this declaration to the clerk of the 
together with and annexed to his notice, addressed to the clerk of the 
to, the effect that he objects to the vote in question, and will require the vo 
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to prove hisqualification at the time of the revision : the service of objection which Lancelot Shadvidl 
I am about to mention on the clerk of the peace, should be by hand and not Esq. ’ 

by post : the clerk of the peace should file the declarations, and deliver copies 

to parties paying for them ) ai May 1846. 

2. That service of notices of objection on overseers should be done away 
with : instead thereof, let them be served, by hand and not by post, on tlie clerk 
of the peace : the notice of objection served on the clerk of the peace to have 
annexed to it a declaration in the form above described : let the clerk of the 
peace make out a “ List of persons objected to,” putting in those names only to 
which notices of objection, with declarations annexed, have been delivered to 
the clerk of the peace on or before the 25tli day of August : let the clerk of the 
peace send copies of these lists to the overseers, and let the overseers put 
copies on church doors and keep copies for sale, as now: and let the clerk of 
the peace also keep other copies for sale, and deliver copies to the revising bar- 
rister at the opening of the revision. 

3. That the revising barrister should not go into any objection (except over- 
seers’ objections), which d oes not appear in the clerk of the peace’s list of persons 
objected to, nor unless the voter has been served with notice of objection by 
post or otherwise : these two conditions to be necessary and sufficient to enable 
the revising barrister to go into the objection. 

4. Thai service by post of a notice of objection on a voter should not be 
conclusive evidence of notice to the party, but only primd facie evidence, 
capable of being disproved by the party shewing that the notice did not reach 
him till after the due time had elapsed. 

5. That where a voter who is objected to attends before the revising barrister 
and proves his qualification, the revising barrister should have power to add to 
his name the words “ proved 1846 or 1847,” (as the case may be) ; and 
that in case of any objection being afterwards made to that voter, (otherwise 
than by an overseer), he should be presumed to retain that qualification until 
the contrary was proved by the objector. (But the power of overseers to make 
objections, and the mode of dealing with those objections, to remain as at 
present.) 

6. That the maximum of costs which the revising barrister has power to 
award be increased to £. 5 : and that in any case, if the voter require it, the 
revising barrister should have power to require the objector to pay costs inio 
court before the objection be gone into. 

7. That in case of an objector making default to appear before the revising 
barrister, or not going into his objection when called on, the revising barrister 
should have power to award costs to the voter, and to require those costs to be 
paid into court by the objector, before any other objection be gone into by the 
same objector. 

With regard to claims, I think it doubtful, upon mature consideration, 
whether it would be expedient to require the claimant to make a declaration 
in support of his claim, before making the claim; for I think such an enact- 
ment would oppress the voter of undoubted qualification, while the man who 
had bought a vote for a trifling consideration would be careful to comply with 
the minutest requisition of the law in order to have it registered. 1 think 
it would also be desirable to make it imperative, that eveiy voter should, 
in the third or fourth column, insert one of the words “ freehold or free- 
holder;” “copyhold, copyholder, or held by copy of court-roll;” “lessee, 
lease, leasehold or leaseholder;” “occupier, own occupation, occupied by 
myself, or which I occupy;” so as to show distinctly, and beyond all power of 
mistake, by w'hich of the four descriptions freeholder, copyholder, leaseholder 
or occupier the voter means to qualify himself; and to direct that a lease for 
lives should be described as a freehold, and not as a leasehold ; and that the 
revising barrister should have power to expunge any name, whether objected 
^ or not, where not one of those words describing the nature of his qualifica- 
tion shall appear. 

FORM of Declaration to be made by Objector. 

I, . 4 , B., do solemnly and sincerely declare that I know [or believe] that C. B., of 

is not possessed of the following property, in respect of which his name 
appears on the list for the parish of in the Register of Voters for the 

county of j (-that is to say) [here copy descripion of voter’s qualijica- 
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tion,as stated w the third and fourth columns of the Register]', and I make th' 
declaration, conscientiously believing the same to be true, and by virtue of the nro^^ ’ 
an Act made and passed in the sixth year of the reign of his late Majesty Kiue 
the Fourth, intituled, “ An Act to repeal an Act of the present Session of Parfiam'^^^'^ 
tituled, * Ac Act for .the more effectual Abolition of Oaths and Afhrniations taken a 
in various departments of the State, and to substitute Declarations in lieu thereof°° 
the more entire suppression of voluntary f,n:l extra-judicial Oaths and Affidavits’- andt v 
other provision for the abolition of unnecessary oaths.” And this is the way that 1 • 
[or these are the grounds of my belief.] [//ere to state how he knows, or on what crrn?3'l’ 
believes in the truth of his declaration.] ® 

Launedoi Shadwdl,]^^ 



Martis, 26“’ die Mail, 1846. 



MEMBERS present: 



Mr. Milner Gibson. 
Mr. Newdegate. 

Mr. Stuart Wortley. 
Mr. Walpole. 

Mr. Craven Berkeley. 



Mr. Adderloy. 

Mr. Hodgson Hinde. 
Mr. C. Wood. 

Mr. Cowper. 



VISCOUNT SANDON, in the Chair. 



Mr. Robert Baxier, Exiunined. 

— Yes*^' ^ oei-ievk you are a solicitor at Doncasler! 

4339- now also have offices in London ?— Yes. 

4340. I believe, almost from the commencement of the registration system 
you have acted as the principal agent for the Conservative party of the West 
Riding of Yorkshire ? — 1 have from 1835 attended the Revision Courts through- 
out the whole riding, excepting during the lust two years. 

4341. During the last two years your own ]>i'ivate business has been so 
extensive as to prevent your attending to that part of the matter?— Yes; 1 was 
unable for the last two years to attend personally at the courts, but I was in 
continual communication with the gentlemen who did attend, and I learned 
from them what was going on from day to day, as well as the results of the two 
years. 

_ 4342. You have continued to be the secretary to the Conservative Associa- 
tion for attending to the registration, have you not?- I have. 

4343- And during those years, since the year 1835, you have become inti- 
mately acquainted with the system, and its working ? — Very much so. 

4344* During that period, I believe I may say that there has been a very 
extensive, and almost, in some cases at least, an indiscriminate service of objec- 
tions on both sides? — There has been, in particular localities, an indiscriminate 
service 01 objections ; it has never extended to the whole riding as a mass, but 
in particular localities parties become excited from quarrels and local circum- 
stances, and then some one man, perhaps in a rage, is determined to give 
objections to all his neighbourhood. 

4345- At a later period, I believe, the objections were taken more into the 
npds of the societies on each side, were not they : viz. the Conservative Asso- 
Giation on the one side, and the Whig Association on the other ?— We endea- 
voured, nearly from the first, to bring it into that system ; the Whig Association 
taking the management on one side of the registration, and we taking the ma- 
napment on the other. We endeavoured from the first to repress individual 
objections, and to prevent any excesses of the sort to which I have alludejl. 
Ui course, when political feeling was very liigh you could not manage it 
fiveiy instance ; but political feeling has gradually subsided, until at present 
nobody cares about giving objections, except there happen to be local feelings, 
not connected with general politics. 

4346. With respect to claims for new votes, have there, during the 
that you have been acquainted with it, been any increase in the number of claims 
made fop votes m respect of small properties?— Yes ; the practice as to claifus 
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JR votes requires nearly as much attention as the practice with regard to objec- 
tions to votes; for where the registration is cautiously managed, and managed 
with the desire of either party to get the superiority over the other, each party 
of course endeavours to send iri as many claims a.s can by possibility be esti 
blished ; the fact being that if a claim never so bad is sent in, unless the other 
side are upon the watch to object to it, that claim become.s irreversibly esta- 
blished as far as regards the twelvemonth, and the party sending in the claim 
gains a vote for the twelvemonth which cannot be questioned; and therefore 
the sending in of claims has been abused nearly to as great an extent as of 
objections. 

4347. I believe Mr. Alexander and Mr. Allcock were your colleagues on the 
Conservative side, were not they?— They were. 

4348. Are they both solicitors of some standing in the West Riding? — Yes, 
of very extensive practice. 

4349. I believe you three attended the Revising Barristers* Courts as the 
constituted advocates for your side?— We did. 

4350. Did some gentlemen act on behalf of what is called the Liberal party ? 
—Three solicitors of the West Riding attended on behalf of the Liberal party, 
meeting us on behalf of the Conservative party. 

4351. I believe Mr. Edward Newman was one of the solicitors on the Liberal 
side, was not he ? — Yes ; he has taken the chief management of the registration 
on that side. 

4352. Mr. C. Wood^ Who are the others? — Mr. Stansfield; and the third 
I scarcely recollect. 

4353 ' Was it not Mr. Hailstone last year? — It was. 

4354. Mr. Stuart Wortley.'\ I believe they are gentlemen of very high 
standing in their profession? — Yes. 

4355. I believe between yourselves the best spirit prevailed, and a desire to 
do the thing from the best principles ; did not it ? — Yes ; we had a very good 
understanding, generally speaking. 

43'j 6. Within the last two or three years has any other party intervened in 
the Registration Court, and appeared by solicitor or otherwise? — Yes; the 
League has appeared upon the registration stage in the West Riding, for the last 
two years. 

4357. I believe in the year 1844 a gentleman of the name of Palfreyman 
appeared as their avowed agent? — He did; and one or two other gentlemen 
attended the courts, and went throughout the riding. Mr. Palfreyman only 
attended one or two courts, I think, the year before last, as their advocate. 

4358. Who was the other gentleman, do you know ? — I think his name was 
Flint, but I would rather refer you to Mr. Alexander, vvho attended those 
courts ; I was not there last year, and only heard it from him. 

4359. Are you aware whether Mr. Flint attended on behalf 
of the League r — Yes ; Flint was the name. 

4360. Are you aware that he is one of the secretaries of the Registration 
Association on the Liberal side? — I have heard so ; but I have no other means 
of information. 

4361 . Mr. Stuart Woriley^ I believe, at the outset of the system, the numbers 
of objections were more numerous than they became in the two or three 
succeeding years, were they not? — The objections were more numerous 
immediately after the elections ; the year following the elections, of course, 
party spirit was higher, and there was more activity displayed on all sides ; we, 
as yon will understand, were dependent upon the local efforts of agents in the 
different polling-places to manage the registration ; the West Riding being so 
extensive that it could not be managed by three individuals, and those agents 
were again dependent upon local parties whose activity was greater immediately 
after the close of each election, and their activity declined as a lull in politics 
came about. 

4362. I believe you have, during the years of which you have spoken, as well 
as lately, turned your attention to the subject of remedies or improvements in 
the system, for the purpose of preventing indiscriminate objections and ficti- 
tious or fraudulent claims ? — We have given a good deal of attention to it. 

43 ^ 3 * Are you able to give the Committee any information or any suggestion 
which you think would guide their judgment in recommending to Parliament a 
remedy for that purpose ? — ^There are some suggestions which 1 would offer, and 
which have been agreed upon, not only between the three advocates who attended 
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Mr Roheii Baxter, on the Conservative side, but those who attended on the side of the T'h 
; We have agreed very much upon the suggestions which I am now o-nin-! » 

56 May 1846. before the Committee. Mr. Newman this morning has intimated ahttf ? 

upon some parts of them, but that perhaps he would explain to the Co* ' 
himself. We agreed the last time we met exactly upon them. The fir-t"*'" 
gestion is, that new claimants shall prove their qualifications, and shall be 
to objections without the necessity of any notice of objcction’having been m " 
either to them or to the overseers. ° “given 



4364. In what respect do you think that would be an improvement! 7 
order to prevent the sending in of improper claims. We had at first 

that the best plan would have been to make a person who sends in a cli 
deposit a certain sum of money with tlie claim, only to be taken back UBoii th" 
claim being established or unquestioned; but it was thought that that wonU 
peiiiaps prevent claims being so freely sent in as it was desirable they should 
be by bona fide electors, and after very much thought and consideration it 
seemed to us that the best plan would be to place them exactly upon am 
with claimants in boroughs who are omitted from the li.st of the overseers In 
boroughs, as you are aware, if a man is omitted from the list by the overseer 
he must make his claim, and then any one stepping into the court can obicct 
to his claim, and in point of fact he must establish it to the satisfaction oftke 
court without any notice of objection being' given. 

4365. Do you think that would tend to diminish the number of fictitious 
claims?- -Most certainiv. 



436(3. Mr. C. Jdderley.'] What sort of deposit did you discuss*— Two 
shillings and sixpence was the deposit whicli we originally discussed. 

4307. Chamnan.'] Your proposal is that a new claimant shall prove his qua- 
lification and be open to objection without notice ?— Just so. 

4368. Mr. C. Wood.'] As in boroughs ? — Yes. 

4369- Chairman.'] Would you allow a man to establish his claim by any 
agent not proving his agency ?- Yes ; the barristers never ask for the agency; 
they always take those things for granted ; they take for granted if you appear 
ior an objector that you are the agent of the objector, and if you appear for 
a claimant that you are the agent of the claimant. 

4370- Would you require it to be established by law as a security that it 
BhaiJ be acted upon in all cases, there seeming to be a doubt upon it ?-I never 
heard it questioned by any barrister ; any one a])pcaring as an agent to support 
a claim, unless the party himself was tliere to disavow the agency, was always 
taken as the agent. 

4371 . Ml . C. JVood.l Are you aware whether that has been the case in other 
counties in which there has not been the same regular agency, where parties 
have appeared in the llevision Courts ? — 1 am not much aware of the practice 
in other counties. 



4372. Mi. S. Wortlcy.'\ You said in answer to a former que.stion of mine, 
that the suggestion which you had made would certainly tend to diminish the 
number of fictitious claims ; have you anything to add to that?— Yes; I have 
to say, that if this were the case, that a claimant must prove his qualification; 
even if ^0 one appeared to object, the barrister would take primA facie proof of 
the qualification, and not admit the claim to stand upon the register unless it 
were given: the Committee is perhaps aware that at present if a claimant 
never ^ bad, and an entry never so faulty, appear upon the book, unless there 
IS an objection to it, the barrister has no power to expunge the name. 

4373’ Chairman.'] How would that evil be got rid of, by permitting sny 
objector to appear without notice ; who would be the objector ?— The objector 
would be any person who felt sufficient interest in keeping the register of 
electors clear and bond fide, and he might go into the court and see that parties 
who made their claims did prove them ; if not, he might put such questions to 
the parties attempting to establish their claims as would bring out the truth. 

, 4374- Ml. S. fVortiey.'l In fact the agents of the opposite party attending 
in the court would have an opportunity of watching the proof, and making 
objections which might suggest themselves at the moment? — Just so. 

4375- Of availing themselves of any information which they derived at the 
moment or otherwise, in order to raise an objection, without giving for“^ 
notice to the agent ?— J ust so ; another advantage is this : a man sees a list 
voters stuck up in the township, and says, » Oh ! that man’^ (looking down the 
lists; “ has no nght to vote, lie has no shadow of a qualification;’' be 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




28l 



SELECT COMMITTEE ON VOTES OF ELECTORS. 

go to the court and see that he proved his qualification, or suggest a question 
to the barrister when he was attempting to prove it ; whereas he would never 
give himself the trouble to give a regular notice, and go through all the forms 
oflaw required in other cases. 

4376. Would not the knowledge also that the parties had gone through that 
ordeal of giving primd facie of their qualification, to a considerable extent, 
check indiscriminate objections ? — There is no doubt that the consciousness on 
the part of the claimant that he must come into court before the barrister, and 
establish the grounds of his claim, would prevent fraudulent claims being made 
in all cases. 

4377. Would not the knowledge that be must have given some proof of bis 
qualification also check the giving indiscriminate objections ?— Certainly. 

4378. The party who attended only bond, fide to object to those to whom 
lie knew there would be some ground of objection, would malce further inquiry 
probably when he knew that the parties had given some evidence of their qua- 
lification ? — Yes ; and I can state as matter of practice, that since costs were 
given we have made it almost a general rule to object to every new^ claimant ; 
the barristers almost universally have said, “We shall not give costs to any man 
who is a new claimant ; we think it fair that he should come up and prove liis 
case the first time ; if he is objected to after he stands upon the list, you must 
show very good ground foryour objection, or we shall give costs.” This would 
prevent the necessity of those objections being given at all. 

4379. What is the next suggestion that you have to make? — The second 
suggestion is, that every objector shall deposit half-a-crown with the overseers 
with each notice of objection ; you are aware that the present course is to 
leave a notice of his objection with the overseer; this provides that with the 
notice of objection he shall also leave a deposit of half-a-crown. 

4380. Mr. Adderky.'] Is this an alternative to the last proposition ?«— No. 

4381. Mr. Stuart fVortleyi\ All those suggestions which you are making are 
intended to stand together ? — Quite so ; and this is to prevent frivolous 
objections, as No. 1 was to prevent frivolous claims. 

4382. Do you apprehend that there would be any difficulty in making those 
deposits so as to form an undue check upon real objections? — I think not; if 
you do not require a half-crown deposit in the case of a new claimant, and you 
do require that a new claimant shall give at least yrirnd facie evidence of his 
qualification before his name is put upon the register, it is fair to him that he 
should not be needlessly objected to, and it is but reasonable that the man. who 
objects should risk at least 2s. 6 d. upon the issue of his objection. 

4383. A considerable sum would, of course, accumulate in the hands of the 
overseer ; would you propose to enable him or compel him to invest it ? — The 
period is too short for that ; you give the notices on the 25 th of August, and the 
registration commences at the end of September or in October, and the period 
is so short, that there is no use in thinking about an investment ; and moreover 
the overseer is bound to attend in the court upon the barrister on all occasions ; 
he must be there to bring the lists; he must be there to prove that he struck them 
up ; he must be there to prove what notices he has received, and it is only 
besides the other offices which be has to perform in court that he should bring 
with him the deposits which have been made to him. 

4384. They might amount to a considerable sum, though, might they not ; 
for instance, there' have been 5,000 or 10,000 objections in the West Riding r — 
Yes ; but those are spread over I know not how many parishes. When you 
name the overseer, it is the objections, in each parish that he would receive the 
deposits for. 

4385* Then you propose that the overseer should receive the half-crowns, 
and attend at the court with the half-crowns in his pocket, and be ready to 
hand them over according to the directions of the court? — He is now obliged 
h) attend in court ; and it is only that besides bringing his papers, his notices 
^d so on, with him, he should also bring the money that has been deposited. 

4386, So as to be handed over according to the directions of the barrister ? 
"—Yes ; this is a substitution for costs ; the Committee is aware that power was 
given under the late Act of Parliament to enable the barristers to give costs ; 
'^''e were very apprehensive that in practice it would be found inconvenient; 

the fact is, that if the question of costs were to be debated upon every ob- 
jection that is argued, it would take longer to debate the question of costs than 
It would the merits of the objection ; and again, if a party objects to pay the 
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costs, and yon have to lake out a magistrate’s warrant, whidi is theprov" 
of the Act of Parliament for recovering the costs, the delay and cost of 061?'' 
your order for recovery is greater than the sum, in nine cases out of ten ‘ 

is awarded to you ; so that costs have not come within the West Riding • 
extensive operation . ® 

4387. Chairman^ Are you aware that no ol)jection can bo heard from 
person who has not paid in the costs previously ?— No second objection 

a man who has not paid them. ^ 

4388. Mr. Wa/pole.'] Are they usually paid at the time? — Ye.s. 

4389. Mr. Akrvdegate.'] Ifpaidatall? — Yes. 

4390- hFoorf.] Have you practically liad iiny difficulty in recovenn? 

costs on your side ?-- We have not had costs given in very many cases- an! 
therefore the difficulty which would arise under the universal application of the 
question of costs as to the payment of tlmm lias not arisen, but cases have arisen 

where a party has been mulcted in costs wlio has never taken the trouble to 

a])pear, and we have never taken the trouble to look after the costs. 

4391. Mr. Stuart Wortlej/.'] In point of fact, tlic system of costs has proved 
very inefficient for the purpose of checking indiscriminate objeciionsr—Ithas 
so, and must do so; a man, for instance, may serve a hundred objections, and 
he may never take the trouble to come into court to establish one of those 
objections. All the parties may come to establish their claims, for they do not 
know that he will not appear, and an order for costs may be made against a 
man who is not worth as many pence as he lias given notices of objections. 

4392. You say, that you suggest the deposit of Qs. Gr/. as a substitute for 
costs; I suppose you have to suggest some rule for the application of that 
2 s. fir/.? — Yes ; perhaps it would be now convenient if I went through the 
remaining suggestions, having opened the principle. 

4393. Mr. Walpole.'] I believe that the objections are usually made by the 
same parties on each side ; it is not a great many people that make the objections, 
but associations on each side. There are two parties in the county who make 
the objections? — Yes. 

^1394' Would not the fact of requiring 2 s. 6d. deposit for each objection, 
practically amount to a serious obstacle to making objections in many cases 
where they ought to be made ? — I think not. 

4395- It Is not unusual for 500 or 1,000 persons to be objected to on the 
register by one of the parties in a town ?— That is not unusual. 

4396. Say 1,000 persons are objected to, that would require 125Uo be 
deposited ? — Yes. 

4397. 'Mr.Stua7't Wortkp.] Will you, in the first place, go through the 
several suggestions which you have to make?— The third suggestion is, that 
every person who has received a notice of ohjection may send by post to the 
objector, five clear days before the 15th day of September, which is the firstday 
on which registration business can commence, a notice, that he does not intend 
to support his vote, in which case he shall not be liable to any payment in the 
nature of costs. The fourth suggestion is, that in every case where a person 
who has been duly objected to does not appear to support his vote, not having 
given notice of his intention not to support it, he shall be liable to the payment 
of 5^. to the objector, to be recovered as costs under the present Act. 

4398. Chairman.] Are those new claims ?— No ; I am applying to all indis- 

criminately ; the fifth suggestion is, that every person who has been duly oh- 
jected to, appearing to support his vote, shall deposit 2^. 6d. with the overseers,* 
before his defence be heard j the sixth suggestion is, that whenever the party 
objected to appears and sustains his vote, without any amendment in respect ol 
it being made by the revising barrister upon the register, he shall be entitle 
to his own 2s. 6d. deposit back again from the overseers, and also to that oft '8 
objector; the seventh suggestion is, that in every case where the party who 
has been objected to defends his vote, but is struck off the register, the objector 
shall be entitled to his own 2s. 6d, deposit back again from the overseers, ano 
also to receive that of the party objected to ; the eighth suggestion is, that 10 
every case where a party who has been objected to appears to defend Ins vote, 
and the revising barrister retains his name on the register, but amends we 
description, such party objected to, and the objector, shall respectively'be 
tied to receive back again their 2 s. 6 d. deposits from the overseers; 
suggestion is, that the revising barrister shall have power to expunge 
double entries. „ 

4399. 
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4399* “double entries” entries in different parts of the 

county ?— Yes 

4400. Mr- C. Wood,"] Are those all your suggestions ? — Yes. 

4401. Mr. StuartWortky?^ With respect to the second suggestion, thatevery 
objector shall deposit 25. 6 c?. with the overseer on each notice of objection, are 
the Committee to understand that your proposal is to substitute altogether for 
the system of costs, a system of deposit, by which the amount deposited shall 
abide the event of the barrister’s decision 1 — Exactly so. 

4402. Chairmand\ And the most that a man can lose and the most that a 
man can gain is 25. 6d? — Yes ; except in case he does not come into court at 
all, when you have to pursue him, and then he is liable to forfeit 

4403. If he be a claimant? — If he be on the register as a claimant. 

4404. Mr. Newdegate.'] Are the Committee to understand you that your sug- 
gestions would totally annul the provisions for giving costs at present existing 
under registration ? — I propose them as a substitute for the provision as to costs ; 
but they are not at all inconsistent with allowing the barristers still a discretion 
to give costs in certain extreme cases, v^here they may think that this is not an 
adequate provision. But the difficulty as to costs is so exceedingly great where 
the business is heavy, that no one who has not seen the working of these courts 
can conceive the difficulty of it, 

4405. yiw StuartWortley.'] Wouldyou still re-serveto the barrister the power to 
grant additional costs where the objection is frivolous and vexatious ? — I see no 
objection to allowing that, but it would be very rarely indeed, and under very ex- 
treme circumstances ; but even without such an additional power, I have no doubt 
whatever that under this system, small as the amount seems to be, you would 
find the registration working far more wholesomely than it ever can do under 
the present system. A man will risk almost any extent of costs rather than put 
down ten pounds, which would be required in case he were going to make ex- 
tensive objections ; he may for many reasons choose to risk the thing as to costs, 
when he would not certainly put down any serious sum of money to enable 
him to compel his neighbours to come up and prove their claims. 

4qo6. In point of fact, I believe there is a great unwillingness,, not only 
among revising barristers, but in all courts, to inflict costs in the nature of penal- 
ties upon some ground of frivolity or vexation? — There is an exceeding unwil- 
lingness, particularly in Registration Courts, where matters must be very rapidly 
decided if the barrister is to get over the ground. If costs are given against 
one man, the other party becomes warm, and in the next case where he applies 
for costs, if he does not get them, he throws out a hint against the barrister’s 
impartiality ; and those things occur over the costs which do not occur in the 
hearing of the case ; there is more warmth elicited by that than there is by the 
decision, on the ground of the bond Jides of the claim. 

4407. Of course this proposal for a deposit of 2s. 6 d. on each side would 
not afford any thing like a compensation for loss of tper — It would very 
fairly ; it is not at all necessary, as you are aware, for the gentleman objected 
to to come up himself to prove "^his claim ; his tenant, his agent, or any body who 
resides upon the property, and who resides in the township (and it mu.st be very 
near the township that the court is held) may go and prove his claim, and he 
may send a man to whom 25. 6 d. may be a compensation. 

4408. In point of fact the present system of giving costs is very inefficient 
as affording any thing like compensation for attendance ? — It is perfectly 
inefficient in that respect. 

4409. And where the barristers do grant costs, the sum which they award to 
a person in the higher station of society, and the sum that they award to a 
poorer person respectively, is very freqently very inadequate to compensate them, 
is it not?— In some instances which I have known of costs, they have I think 
awarded perhaps IO5. or 205,, they have been very rare, but when they have 
been awarded they have been rather heavy in proportion to the case. 

• 4410. Mr. Newdegate.] Has it ever occurred to you, since you seem to have 

contemplated the abolition of the system of granting costs, whether it would be 
desirable that any form of declaration in corroboration of the qualification 
should be admitted as evidence ? — I think not, as a general rule ; 1 should be 
unwilling to admit a general declaration of a man’s qualification, because the 
^hole force of his proof lies in the details ; if he were asked to tell you where 
his property lies, who occupies it, the rent of it, and when he bought it, or 
how he acquired it, that might serve as a guide to parties in questioning, but 
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Mr. Robert Ba-rier, you will observe immediately that if a man sends such a declaration into t|i 

court to establish his claim, and aperson comes and objects to it, there is noh 

!26 May 184S. to answer any questions that may be put upon it; be opens his case toV^ ■ 
antagonist, but he is not there to defend himself, and I am afraid you co IH 
never practically abolish the personal attendance in court. “ 

441 1. Chairman.] By himself or agent? — By himself or agent. 

4412. Mr. Newdegak.'] The point of my question is this — that a dilScdt • 

has arisen as to the agency of those who have appeared to support claims ^ 
the part of various parties in Revision Courts ; I do not say in the West RidiJ 
but might not that declaration be taken as a proof of the agency of the nart- 
supporting the claims, and 'prmd facie evidence of the claims being good C 

It might certainly ; but perhaps the more simple remedy for the evil to which 
you allude would be to declare, by statute, if you please, that it shall not be 
necessary for any party supporting a vote to produce the authority of thepartv 
in whose behalf he appears, but that the barrister shall take such proof, subject 
of course to its being disavowed in case the claimant himself should be thereto 
disavow it. 

4413. But there is no opportunity of disavowal after the court closesP—The 
thing to which you allude is that of some one appearing without authority to 
establish your vote. 

4414. The vote of any party ? — The vote of any party. It does not strike 
me that supposing any man has a qualification, even if he should not have given 
distinct authority to any individual to register him or prove his qualification, 
any wrong is inflicted upon another elector because his qualification, which does 
exist, is proved, without his consent. 

4415. You do not reach my point. My point is this — that an agent may 
apply, and prove a claim for a party, under the system that you propose, whicii 
party may not exist, and the qualification may be consequently invalid. You 
have provided no remedy that I see against the putting in of a claim for a per- 
son who may not only be a man of straw, but perhaps does not exist at alU- 
The remedy was provided in the first suggestion which I made, viz., that every 
new claimant must prove his qualification ; he may do that either by himself or 
by an agent ; and wdiat you suggest is possible, namely, that a man may come, 
and say, I support the claim of John Thomas,” and may prove or attempt to 
prove his qualification, when there is none ; but you cannot guard yourself against 
the possibility of that attempt, except by the probability of its failure. 

4416. Would it not be some safety if you compelled the agent to produce j 
that which in the case of the non-existence of the voter would be a fictitious 1 
document ?—If he is prepared to coinc upon oath, for wc have generally sworn 
them, though it is not the invariable practice ; if he is prepared to come upou 
oath to say that John Thomas has to his knowledge a good qualification in lands 
and tenements, to the amount of 40 j. a year, he is perfectly capable of bringing 
up a forged document as the authority of the party ; perhaps the Cominittes 
will remember that a party appearing in the revising barrister’s court to prove 

a claim, has to prove it in one of the several parishes in respect of which the 
voters are to be registered ; there are parties from each of those parishes in all 
probability in court. If he comes and says, John Thomas owns a field, the 
barrister will ask, Whom is it occupied by? Somebody standing by will say. 
There is no such man in the parish ; it is therefore fraud open to instant 
detection, and so much open to detection, that I think, though it might be 
practised in some instances, it is not likely to be extensively practised. 

4417. Butin cases of large constituencies containing a town population, are 

you not aware that when properties have been purchased for the purposeo 

giving qualifications, it is almost impossible even for residents to ascertain tw 
direct interest of those parties so qualified in the property for which the/ 

claim? — In populous towns it would be, but those circumstances do not so 

much exist in the country. e 

4418. Mr. C. Wood.'] Do you apprehend there is any great probability 0 

fictitious claims being made to a great extent ? — I should not think there « 
any probability of it, to any extent certainly. . jjj 

4419. Are you aware of any such claims having been made to any exten 
the West Riding, which is a great and populous district ? —I am not aware. 

4420. Mr. 'Walpole.] It would probably come out that the claim was nctiho 

in cross-examination, would it not ? — If parties at all suspected it, it woul 
sure to come out. ,r, 
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4421. '^Iy. Adderley.'] What is your objection to expenses being allowed, nr. RobcH Baxter. 

besides the deposit in all cases, where, according to your suggestion the 2 s. 6d 

would be forfeited?— The objection is, that the amount of those expenses 26 May 1846. 
becomes matter of debate, and it consumes time in the Registration Court ; the 

recovery of those expenses is also matter itself of great expense, which 
accumulates the expense beyond the degree which I think should be applied to 
those cases. 

4422. Then there is the advantage that if those costs are refused or declined 
the objector is not allowed to proceed. There is at least that check upon him j 
even though you cannot get the expenses out of him, you stop his mouth ? — 

Yes 5 but that is after the mischief is done. The objector serves 100 objections ; 
he comes into court and is asked to pay costs upon one, he does not pay them, 
and the ban ister does not allow him to proceed upon the other 99, but the 
fact is the other 99 claimants are all there in attendance. 

4423. According to your plan avast number of electors would never appear, 
knowing that their expenses would not be paid. There are times when men 
become lukewarm, just at a change of politics, and you will never get electors 
to attend and defend their votes ? — We have had very considerable experience 
of that, and generally they have had no remuneration for their time and trouble 
in attendance. It has been given perhaps in four or five cases in the whole 
West Riding registration, but it is not at all of general application, 

4424. yiv. Stuart Wort ley.'] Is it not very difficult for the barrister to award 
such a sum as shall be a real compensation ? — He would not have any difficulty 
in ascertaining exactly the expenses, and it is done now ; but the difficulty he 
would have would be in drawing the line in each case which comes before him, 
so as to satisfy himself in the first instance, the agents in the next instance, 
and the public standing round him, that he was dealing impartially ; the difficul- 
ties of that are so great that it requires more mind and time and trouble than 
the business of the registration itself. 

4425. In point of fact, he does find so much difficulty, that practically the 
barrister does not do it ? — Practically the question of costs is nearly laid by, 
and in fact, in order to get through the business, we had a tacit understanding 
on tlie one side and the other, that we should not ask for costs. 

4426. And you think that the payment of 2 s. 6rf. on the one side or the other 
is just a sufficient check to prevent abuse? — We think so, indeed, and that, 
small as the sum appears, it would practically check the abuses in the system 
in all ordinary times ; in times of very great excitement you cannot provide 
remedies. 

4427. Chairman.] Do you believe that the present system induces men to 
appear with the hope of getting costs ? — Not at all. 

4428. Mr. C. Wood.] Have costs ever practically been given in the West 
Riding to any extent at all? — They have not; practically you may say that 
costs have not at all been given in the West Riding; there have been half a 
dozen instances in each year, but what is that in the consideration of 6,000 
objections ? 

4429. Are you of opinion, yourself, that the system which you propose, of a 
deposit without any costs at all, would be sufficient to answer all the purposes 
of preventing frivolous claims and also frivolous objections ? — Very strongly of 
that opinion indeed. 

4430. Mr. Stuart Wortley.] Practically have the farmers and poorer classes of 
voters ever in the West Riding received compensation for theii* trouble and 
attendance, under the present system ? — ^They have not. 

4431* So that under the new system, at any rate, they would not be worse 
off? — No; but if the system which we propose were adopted, there would be 
much greater iuducement for their attendance than hitherto. 

4432. In fact ^s. Qd, would meet the expenses of a farmer riding 10 or 12 
miles over to attend the court, iu many cases, would not it? — Yes, the farmer 
would be satisfied ; he would pay 1^. for his horse, perhaps, and something that 
he got himself, and go back with 1^. 6 d. in his pocket. 

4433 - Mr Adderley.] Do not they complain very much of not having their 
expenses paid? — They have complained very much. 

4434 - Mr. Stuart fVortl^.] You have considered the subject very much ; do 
any other means by which a fairer compensation to the party could be obtained 
occur to you, w’ithoiit corresponding difficulties? — No j there is no third means 
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besides discretionary costs and a specified deposit. If you advoc t 
tionary costs, then there are all the difficulties that now exist in the ^ ^ 
of the present law. If you take a specified deposit, it will happen^?!, t”*** 
men having incurred expenses of lOs., where they only take baclt 5j 
inadequately remunerated; but it certainly would be far bctteiDhan tl 
system, because costs have not practically been given in the ra.aioritv'V"*'* 
and therefore the claimants who have been undulv ohiected t",, 1, ^ 
the benefit of the present law, •” ^ M 

4435- Mr. Adderley.'i We have had a similar deposit inoposed of a an j 
course you would consider that too iiigh ? — Far too high. 



you 



of 

443D. tuveyou carenuiy coiisjdcred and decided in your own mirirliu 
2s. Gd. is the highest sum whicii it would be advisable to fixr— W i 
thought very much upon liie subject, ‘and conceive that 2s. C d. will snffinl. 
answer the purpose. “cieniiy 

4437. C/iainnan.'] You will observe, tiuit upon a deposit of 2 
would, at the risk of 100 question 800 votes r — Yes. 

4438. Without any reason ? — Just so. 

443y. Should not you think that would be a reason why it might be doubbi 

sothatSs., at any rate, might be the sum ?- I do not think the question betwe n 
'25. od. and 5i“. IS a very decided one at ail. 

4440. Five shillings is certainly what does compensate a man of rather ih. 
lower than the middle station for the loss of time and interruption of his da 
occupation; but 6d. seems hardly to be equivalent to it - vouwonIHni 
much object il that deposit ot 2r. 6d, were raised to 5s. ?— No 1 should not 
1 think it is a question of great difficulty to decide between the’ss Cd and the 
Ss. ; the 6s. would impose a greater check ujion the objector 

4441- Mr. Stuart Wortky.'] I understand you to suggest 'this in fact as a 
means of expediting the despatch of business, ina.sm„ch as the payment will 
depend upon the event and in no degree upon the debate or discussion !-Il 
would very much expedite the despatch of business in all ti„,o,s, excepting times 
of very high political excilemeiit. It would reduce the labour of the baSislers 
not only by saving time m the question of costs, hut also by reducing the 
number of objections and ot new claims made; reducing them, in fact, within 
their proper limits. ’ 

.1442- You stated just now, that you should iiotobject to a power being given 
to the barrister in special cases, to grant extra costs ; upon consideration, arc 
you still 0 that opinion, or do you think it bettor to make it perfectly simple, 
and to withdraw from him altogether the discretion ?-I think the system pro- 
posed would be adequate to the ends which yon .seek to attain; at tire sL 
tune It would not be mcons.steiit with that system to give the power of granting 
extra costs to be exercised only in cases of peculiar liai-dsbip 

4443- Are yoij iiKlivuiually of opinion, that that power, ' to give additional 

costs in cases of hardship, should be retained ?.-A.s I said before, I think the 
powe™ ‘ Ml the purposes without that 

4444- yir. Newdesate.] I think you stated, that although vou had known 

instances of indiscriminate objections in the West Riding, you had not known 
those geneially practised by a body or association in that district ?— When you 
speak of indiscriminate objections by a party, it would seem to apply to the 
whole of the West Riding ; there have been particul-ar localities where very 
indiscriminate objections have been given by a party, but that has originated 
from the agency of that association being in the hands of an iridividunl who has 
perhaps overstepped the bounds of prudence, or been instigated to send out his 
objections more tree y than he ought to do, by some peculiar circumstances 
inat nave occurred there. ^ 

4445* You have no knowledge of an association employing agents to object 
to voters by thousands?-! cannot say that I have known an instance of that; 
thousands have been objected to, but I think not by an indiscriminate order 
trbm any association, within my knowled<»e. 

4446. In short, such cases as I have directed your attention to have not 
come within your knowledge in the West Riding?— 1 think not. 

4447- Since you admit that abuse is likely to arise when political feeling runs 
iig , may not there be a necessity for providing against that abuse by the 
power of recovering costs ?-I think it undesirable, as a general principle, togne 

a, discretionary 
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a discretionary power which will not be often called into exercise, and the Ut. Robert Baxter. 

gentlemen who attend to the registration of districts, the barristers I mean, 

have exceeding difhciilty when exercising any discretionary power, in doing it ^6 i^iay 1846- 

to their own satisfaction, or the satisfaction of those before whom they are 
advocating; and therefore, upon the whole, I should be satisfied to take the 
system without a discretionary power of giving costs, thinking that if the poIi> 
tical excitement led to the abuse on the one side, there would be political ex- 
citement on the other} willingly to meet that abuse, and to defend the voters 
who were unduly attacked. 

4448. Then your system in times of political excitement provides no safe- 
guard for either party, but a system of retaliation ?— Not by retaliation, but 
what I meant to convey was, that if one political party under the excitement 
of the times made extensive objections, the same excitement would induce the 
other parly to defend the voters that were tlms objected to, and to prevent 
their being personally subjected to so great an inconvenience as would occur 
in case there were no one to step forward to their help. 

4449. Ckainvan.] With regard to costs, by your proposal, there would be no 
necessity of serving an objection at ail against a person claiming for the first 
time? — Just so. 

4450. And every person on the register would be presumed to have proved 
his case ? — That would be the case some years hence. 

445 1. In such cases your number of deposits would be very much diminished, 
as the number of objections requisite to be served beforehand would be dimi- 
nished, and the person objected to would have the presumption in his favour of 
having really proved his claim ? — It would be so. 

4452. Therefore in that case it would seem to make it rather more desirable 
that a higher deposit should be provided in case of objection ? — That would be 
a reason for a higher deposit ; but there is a reason for not making the deposit 
higher, which I will now allude to ; tliat is, that besides the necessity of pre- 
venting frivolous claims and preventing frivolous objections, there is also a 
third thing in registration very necessary indeed ; that is the keeping the register 
accurate ; if a man is registered accurately this year, from change of habitation 
and change of circumstances his registry may be inaccurate next year ; if you 
are not allowed at a moderate expense to object to that man, he remains regis- 
tered “ John Thomas, of Dorchester,’* having removed perhaps to Doncaster ; 
you do not know where the man is ; or he is registered as of property in the 
occupation of “James Simpson,” the occupier being changed ; you cannot find 
the property’’, and there is nothing upon the face of the register to enable the 
inquirer to ascertain where the qualification really is ; the man will not give 
himself the trouble to register as long as his name remaining there enables him 
to vote ; it is only by an opponent objecting to his name that the register can 
be kept accurate, and you therefore have a very large per-centage of what are 
necessarily bondjide objections given for the purpose 01 keeping the register in 
an intelligible state. 

4453- Mr. Walpok-I If he once proved his qualification, would not it be right 
to allow him to vote as long as he had that qualification, whatever might be the 
change of other circumstances ? — Unless you keep the register in a state which 
enables you to know where the man is that is named there, and where the pro- 
perty is in respect of which he claims, you have no possible means of entering 
into the validity of his qualification ; “ James Thomas, of Dorchester,*’ may be 
upon the register; he may live at Doncaster; you inquire at Dorchester for 
such a man ; you do not find him ; you are at a loss for the man ; again, in regard 
to property; it is not necessary now, under the requisitions of the Act of Par- 
liament, to give more than the occupying tenant of the property; you need not 
give the street or lane, or any other place where it is situated, but merely the 
occupying tenant of the property; if that tenant becomes changed, you cannot 
tell where to find the property ; so that when you honestly look at the register, 
with a view to reduce it into a proper state, you are at a loss for the claimant ; 
you are at a loss for his property ; and that is a state in which the register 
ought not to be kept, because the Legislature, I conceive, by these provisions 
intends that every voter shall have the right of keeping out men not entitled to 
vote, and that the register shall be to him an index of the parties who are 
entitled to vote ; he. has a right to expect, by looking at that register, that he 
shall know who claims with himself, and where the property is in respect of 
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which the claim is advanced equally with his own ; therefore it is necessarv f 
all the purposes of the Act of Parliament that the register should be ker 
an intelligible state. 

4454. Is not that rather a good reason why the identity of the property mj 
the identity of the person, should be made out in the first instance, than areas* 
for depriving a man of his vote, if he retains the same qualification, his cireum 
stances only being altered with regard to his residence or the tenancy of hi 
property?— It is desirable that the identity of the person and the identity f 
the property should be accurately made out in the first instance, when th, 
claim is advanced ; but however accurately it may be done in the first instance 
a change of residence or a change of tenancy, or a change of the name of the 
street may have altered the description of the property^ so that it no Ion™ 
becomes an index of what it really at first was an accurate index of- under 
these circumstances you must make a change. Under the propositions which 
I have submitted to the Committee, and inconsistently with the present state of 
the law, it would not deprive a man of his qualification. The Committee is 
aware that the barrister lias the power to alter the description of residence 
and, to a certain extent, of qualification of a man whoso claim was in the fire! 
instance accurate, and whose claim has become inaccurate from change of 
circumstances. The party may come and request that the requisite alteratioo 
may be made upon the register, so that it may stand accurately ; he may do 
that at any time; he also has the power, and has notice given him by the 
overseer, every year, to send in his claim, and when he has removed from one 
residence to another, or his tenant is changed, or the circumstances of his 
property become altered, it is his duty, if lie wishes to retain the qualification 
to send in a new claim, and unless he does so, you deprive a bond,fide voterwho 
wishes to keep the register clear of frivolous claims, and to have no one votiiw 
but those who are unquestionably entitled to do so, of the means of ellectiticrit.° 

4455- Mr. Stuart Wortley.} You think that it is necessary to afford facility 
of objection, for the purpose of merely correcting the register ? — There is no 
doubt of it whatever. 

4456. May not those corrections be made by tlic barrister upon the sagoes- 
tmn of the parties, without any objection being served ?— We have often talked 
It over and considered it ; you cannot create any necessity which will ensure 
the accuracy of the register, unless that necessity arises from the peril of the 
qualification itself. A man, as long as he is entitled to vote, will not give him- 
self the trouble to make the register accurate ; nay, if bis qualification is ques- 
tionable, It is his interest to keep it as inaccurate as possible ; be only registers 
for the purpose of the vote, and no one will give himself the trouble to re- 
gister except to secure his vote. 

44.57- f^cy other person may attend at the barrister’s court, and suggest to 
the barrister an amendment, may not he? — It is not the interest of any one to 
do that, unless you make it the interest of the party himself to keep the register 
accurate. 

445S- Mr. C. TPood.'] Would it be the interest of the barrister to make ati 
amendment, in the case of any suggestion of any third party? — Certainly not. 

4459* Stuart Wortley.'} In point of fact, it is made on the suggestion ofa 
third party ; now I understand you to say, tluit an objection now affords the 
means to parties of correcting the register ?~It does so. 

4460. lhat is to say, the person appearing in support of the objection sug- 
gests to the barrister an amendment? — Noj on a party objecting the name 
objected to is published, and a notice is given to the party who stands as the 
claimant, that he must come and defend bis vote; becomes or sends his tenant, 
and says it is inaccurate. If the barrister were to take a simple suggestion from 
any stander-by; namely, that A. B. standing upon the register as residing at 
this place has removed to that place, A. B. never having had notice to attend 
there, the suggester might be making the register inaccurate instead of making 
jt accurate, or putting the tenant in a false position bt'' a misdescription of his 
property, instead of assisting him by a better description. 

• 0^^ vote would not be lost by the misdescription, would 

it?-_Unless the person comes and gives proof of that which' is an accurate 
qualification and an accurate residence, the barrister is required now to strike 
the name out. * 

4462. Would 
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446-2. Would there be any difficulty ill tlie barrister ineelins; at least one 
great class of misdescriptions by going through the list, and asking the overseer 
with regard to each whether it was a correct description, say in the fourth 
column, of the property for which the vote was claime<l ?— That would be open 
to the same objection j the overseers have their feelings in politics like other 
people ; and they have sometimes a very happy way of helping a tenant into a 
difficulty. ® 

4463. For instance, a good number have been struck off the register because 
the number of the street was not given ; could not the barrister always inquire 
of the overseer as to the street, if there is no street there, or as to the number 
if there is a street and there is no number ; would not all that class of defective 
descriptions be met by the vigilance of the revising barrister, in going throu^rh 
the list name by name, and asking the overseer, in regard at least to that point 
whether the description was correct?-! am afraid it would not be safely done’ 
except the party or his agent attended to state it ; if yon trust to the overseer’ 
It may be by negligence or by design, that that which is inaccurate is put down ! 
and your Lordship IS aware that an inaccurate description is worse than an 
omission, because if the party describes with precision, his property, for instance 
and the detail happens to be wrong, it is struck out altogether, whereas ifihat 
detail were omitted, the barrister might have power to supply it. 

4464. UwAddaiey.] Would there be any objection to this, that no vote 
should be struck off for a mere misdescription, but that the voters should be 
subject to a penalty ? — I think that by the last alteration in the Registration 
Law, sufficient and ample powers are given to tlie barristers to amend descrip- 
tions and amend places of residence, and the only agency that is now necessary 
as it appears to me, is, that you should still enable parties to object, without too 
great expense in doing so, in order to keep the register accurate. 

4465. Mr. Stuart Wortley.\ I believe that your third suggestion is, that any 
person who is objected to may give notice by post to the objector that he does 
not mean to support his vote, and that in that case he shall be liable to no 
payment in the nature of costs; have you cousidered how far the notice by 
post has been found to work conveniently? — Yes; we have found that the 
serving of notices of objection by post is exceed ngly convenient, as far as our 
practice lias gone. 

4466. You are aware that it has been decided that the putting a letter of 
notice into the post is not merely priraif jack, but conclusive evidence of the 
receipt of the notice in those cases where noiices now are allowed to be sent by 
post? I am aware that in some cases it has been so decided, and that in others 
it has been decided that where you can prove a miscarriage by post, it shall 
not be a good objection. 

4467. But, eventually, in the Common Pleas, it has been decided as con- 
clusive ?— I was not aware that that had been decided by the courts above. 

44 blS. Upon that subject do you think it ought to be conclusive, or merely 
primd facie evidence of the notice having been sent ? — I think, upon a large 
scale, it is better to take it as conclusive; the party proving it is obliged to bring 
into court the description of the address upon the letter, and that ought to 
correspond exactly with the description upon the register, and if it is so accu- 
rately done, I think the party has no right to complain that, through the negligence 
of the post, the letter has not reached him. 

4469. For instance, it has been proved before this Committee that in the case 
of many thousand objections being served by the Corn Law League through 
the Manchester post-office, in point of fact the post-office could not despatch 
them for several days after they ought to have been despatched ; in that case, 
according to the law as it at present stands, it would be conclusive evidence of 
the notice having been received in due course, whereas, in point of fact, it 
never was ? — That is an extraordinary case, and perhaps would be better met 
by a special remedy than by allowing it to overthrow the general system of 
service by post. 1 am sure that as far as our experience goes, the service by 
post is, upon the whole, much more satisfactory than personal service, and a 
saving of great expense. If it were considered better to compel parties to put 
the notices into the post a few days earlier, there would be no harm in it ; it 
would allow the parties a greater chance of receiving them in time if the post 
should be overloaded, as the loss of two or three days’ post would be of no 
consequence. But the Committee is aware, perhaps, that notices of objection.. 
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must be posted on or before tlie 25 th of August— no barrister can sit before the 
15 th of September— so that there is an interval between the one day and theother 
for parties to receive thc-ir notices and prepare themselves for their defence. 

4470. Chai'nnan.'] But might they not give up all expectation of receiving a 
notice, and therefore omit all preparations for it, upon not receiving any within 
the usual time?— Certainly that might occur. 

4471. Mr. StuartWortley:\ Do you see any objection to making Mprmd fa6t 
evidence of the receipt of the notice if it has been posted, leaving it to the 
party to give negative proof, and to show that, in point of fact, it never reached 
him ; do you think there would be practically any danger in opening that 
door ?—I do not know that much inconvenience would arise from it. I think 
the great disadvantage is, that it visits tlie sins of the post-office upon the 
objector. 

4472. Ckairman.'\ You ought to save the party objected to, wtio is in posses- 
sion, from a risk to which the law does not intend that he shall be exposed?— 
Certainly. 

4473. Mr. Stuart Wortley.'] Your next suggestion is in substance a suggestion 
that, where the party objected to does not appear or give notice of his intention 
to abandon his vote, he siiall then be pursued to the extent of 5s. ?— Just so. 

4474. There being no 6d. deposited by him, but that there shall be 55, 
awarded in the nature of costs? — Yes. 

4475. As a matter of course ? — Yes. 

4476. Upon his non-appearance? — Just so. It is a penalty upon his not 
abandoning his claim, if it is a bad one 5 and, therefore, giving the objector the 
-trouble of appearing, upon the expectation that he will come to establish it. 

4477. Under the present system, is the claim made by the party himselfby 
his own signature? — Yes. 

4478. It must be so, must it not ? — He must sign it. 

4479. Supposing a man has sent in his claim, and signed it, but his business 

after that takes him any distance, and he cannot attend to it, would you mulct 
him to the amount of ? — He is giving other parties the trouble to object, if 

there be grounds of objection. It very likely happens that there is some friend 
lefl in the parish to look after liis vote. 

4480. Practically the objector would be there, whether the claimant was 
there or not, would he not? — Yes, he would be ; and unless you had this pro- 
vision, the parties who had not good claims would none of them come, therefore 
the objector would have all the trouble of his objection against them, and hare 
no remedy and no recompense for that trouble. 

4481. Mr. C. Wood.'] The votes would be struck off in that case? — The votes 
would be struck off. 

4482. Chairman.] How then would you make this 5 s. leviable? —It must be 
by a magistrate’s warrant ; there is no otlier means of doing it. 

4483. How would that practically work j take the case of a person having a 
small freehold in one country, and living in a distant country ; how would that 
amount be raised? — You must raise it by following him according to the pre- 
sent law *, I think the law is that it shall be levied upon his chattels. 

4484. Mr. C. Wood.] In the case of an objector not appearing, he would only 
forfeit 9 .S. 6 d., upon your system ? — Yes. 

4485. Does not this, therefore, impose twice the check upon claims that it does 
upon objections ? — No j in the case of claims you are aware that tliere is no 
deposit under the system proposed j a man shall make a claim without any 
deposit whatever. 

4486. And every claimant appearing in court deposits 2 .v. 6^. ? — Yes. 

4487. Every objector making an objection, whether he appears ornot, depo* 
sits 25 . 6c^.? — Yes. 

4488. The utmost, therefore, that an objector depositing half-a-crovvn and not 
appearing can forfeit is %s. 6d. ? — Yes. 

4489. On theother hand, the person claiming and not appearing would for- 
feit 5s. ? — Yes ; he has the choice. The objector is bound to deposit %s. 

at all events, but the voter has the choice ofsending a letter by post, abandoning 
his claim, in which case the objector has had all the trouble of depositing tne 
Qs. 6 d., and gets nothing but his own £5. 6d. back again, and the name off 
register. In the second case the claimant comes into court, puts down • g 

and tries the issue. In the third case, he does not come at ail or takfe any no 
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of it, and as you give him_ the opportunity of abandoning his claim by a letter 
by post, it is but fair, I think, to subject him to a little greater inconvenience, 
if he does not choose to take the trouble to do so. 

4490. Chairman'\ Do you imagine that it would practically have that effect, 
that the amount would be often levied upon parties ? — Yes. 

449 1 . Mr. C Wood.l Can you suggest a simpler mode of obtaining those costs 
than the present process?— The only mode which suggests itself to me, is 
making the barrister’s certificate equivalent to the warrant of a magistrate, so 
that a constable might levy upon that certificate without going through the 
forms of applying for a warrant. The barrister has to give a certificate for 
costs, that has to be taken to a magistrate, upon which he grants a warrant to 
levy the costs ; you might make the barrister’s certificate sufficient without the 
warrant, and enable the constable to levy at once. 

4492. Mr. Naodegatei\ I think your whole system points rather to the facility 
of working the registration in ordinary times than meets the difficulty of a great 
political excitement?— There are no means, I think, of adequately meeting times 
of political excitement; we have thought the subject over, and I have again 
and again thought of remedies that might be devised, but you cannot meet 
times of excitement except by remedies which will not work wholesomely in 
times of quiet, and you must rather bear the inconvenience that arises from the 
excitement than apply a perpetual blister in all times in order to bring down 
the fever of that excitement. 

4493. Eut you do not object to the system of giving extended costs-at the 
discretion of the barrister, which would only appl y in times of great excite- 
ment?— The discretionary power of costs is a difficult question, because you 
can conceive a case in which it would be required : for instance, an associa- 
tion might subscribe its thousands of pounds for the sake of a wholesale objec- 
tion to a whole constituency ; there you would say the parties ought to be visited 
by the arm of the law, with a punishment for such a provocation, but practically 
the consequence would be this, that they would be met by a counter association, 
and the voters within tiiat district would be defended against the attack by the 
instrumentality arising out of the excitement on the other side j at the same 
time I do not think that the discretion is so obviously bad that there would be 
any very dangerous consequences ensuing from committing it to the barrister, 
provided it be defined to be a discretion to be used only in extraordinary cases, 
and that he may not bring it down to every day practice. 

4494. Mr. C. Wood.'\ Is not it almost indispensable that you should only 
provide an ordinary law for ordinary cases? — As I said before, if you apply 
stringent remedies to ordinary times you are applying a machinery that will 
not work evenly in quieter times. 

4495. Mr. Stuart Wortley.'] The fifth, sixth and seventh suggestions merely 
work out that system of the deposit of the 2^. &d., I think? — Yes. 

4496. Chairman^ I think you refuse costs where the description is amended ? 
— Yes, where the party is so far faulty, that though there is a good qualification 
there is a bad description. 

4497. Mv. StuartWorttey^ That is the eighth suggestion ? — Yes; when there 
is a bad description, so that in order to ensure his qualification, the barrister 
must amend the description, then he shall not take the objector’s 9 ,s. &d.-, the 
objection has done the service of making the register accurate. 

4498. Chairman.l That is, in fact, coinciding with the general practice of 
barristers at the present time ? — It is almost entirely. 

4499. Mr. Stuart Wortley^ To a considerable extent where it has been proved 
that large numbers of objections have been served, it has been attempted to 
justify them on the ground that there were inaccuracies in the description upon 
the register, and that those objections were served, not with the intention of 
striking off' the votes when unnecessary, but for the purpose of amending them ; 
can you suggest any other mode of amending the register, less offensive or 
inconvenient to the voters? — I am afraid not; unless you leave a man open to 
the loss of his. qualification for want of accuracy, there is no pressure upon him 
to watch that his qualification be accurately registered ; on the contrary, every 
man would be careless about it, and the register would be anything but 
accurate. 

4500. Mr. Adderky^ Why should not some less penalty than the loss of his 
vote be sufficient to induce him to see that his qualification was accurately 
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registered ? — It would rather aggravate than alleviate the circumstances wl’ k 
the honourable member points out. 

4501. Mr. Stuart Wm-Hey.'] I believe in the West Riding you have se 

objections for the purpose of correcting the descriptions? We have al"™ 

done so. 

4502. Was not there an attempt at one time to come to an understandin 

to serve them ? — O yes. ? 

4503. How did that go off ?— It went off from a consciousness on our n a 
that it could not be practically carried through. 

4504. Was that your impression ? — It was my iinpre.ssion distinctly 

4.50.5. As I understand you, you think that in order to keep the resistpr 

correct under the present system, it is desirable that parties should be en " 
raged to make objections to votes, merely on the ground of inaccuracies'?- 
I am quite sure tlrat it must be done; I am sure you cannot obtain wliattkp 
legislature anticipated by the formation of the register, unless you keea it 
accurate. If you admit any great degree of inaccuracy, it becomes to L 
degree useless, and worse than useless, because it does lead yon to expect th 
you will be able to find a qualification, and a man, whom you cannot at last 
find ; and I am sure, speaking from the practice of a good many years now 
that you cannot attain the end which the legislature anticipated from the 
formation of the register, unless you have the means of keeping that register 
accurate ; and further, that you cannot keep it accurate except by a penaltv 
upon the party who is inaccurate; and I know no penalty that you can apply 
to him saving the risk of his vote ; to apply apecimiary penalty would perhaps 
be worse than the risk of ids vote. ^ ^ 

4,506. Chairman.] Is the rule as to description pursued by different barristers 
sufficiently uniform to enable either the overseers or parlies to be quite sate 
that their vote is not lost by misdescription ?— Tiiere is, of course, very great 
variety in the barristers’ decisions, and it must always be so necessarily- at 
the same time, any voter, with ordinary care, may make the description so' far 
accurate as to run no risk, ^ 

4507- "Would you see any objection to the objector being compelled to state 
under what column he meant to raise the objection ?— Yes ; 1 think that to 
compel the objector to slate the grounds of his objection, would be entering 
upon the same field as was entered upon at quarter sessions, where it specified 
the objection to an order of removal. 

4505. Not defining the grounds ; but whetliei* In fact it was a misdescription 
of the place of the voter’s abode, or a misdescription of his qualification, ora 
misdescription ol the place where the qualification existed, so that the agent for 
the party might know what kind of objection be was to meet, and might furnish 
himself with the means provided by the legislature ? — 1 am afraid.it would not 
work well ; the result of it would be, that the parties would put in their notice 
an objection under each one of the columrjs, just as in the objections before 
the quarter sessions they put in every thing that they possibly can. 

4509. Would not you make the penalty follow, or at least the costs of the 
deposit, in your system, follow upon a failure to establisli any one of the points 
objected to? It would exactly raise the difficulty that 1 suggested in the first 
instance, namely, it raises a new issue ; at present you have only one issue, — 
the man i good qualification, or not ? 

4510. Ihere are two issues ; you have now the question of qualification, and 
voter does not appear, and his place of abode or the place of his 

qualincation is not correctly described, the vote is equally lost?— Your Lordship 
is 1 ight ; there are two issues now ; the first is the existence of the qualification, 
the second the accuracy of the description ; but you would add to that a new 
issue, a third issue, which is, whether the notice has been accurately given, 
and whether you support your notice as you have given it. 

45 H‘ Is not there a clear line of distinction ; would any objector be in doubt 
whether his objection was to fall under the one column or the other? — No 
objector who looks before he sends the ground of objection can doubt under 
what column it would fall. 

4513. Then there is no difficulty in saying under which head he means to 
raise the issue ?— Not at all, upon a voter standing on the register whom he 
knows, but It would follow in practice, that parties would put into their notice 

1 Object to A. B., and my objection is based upon the first column, tlie second 

ColuillC, 
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column, the third column, the fourth column and the fifth column, unless you 
affixed a penalty to their not defining which column, and their only mentioning 
one column. ° 

4513. For instance, a party raises a general question against the validity of 
a voter’s qualification •, when the voter appears, the qualification is found to be 
perfectly good, and then the objector rides ofiF upon some trifling error of mis- 
description ; do not you think that if the real objection which the objector 
meant to raise had been only that of misdescription, notice of that ought to 
have been given beforehand, so that the agent seeing that such was the case, 
mi-ilit have provided himself with the means of putting the number to the 
street, or correcting whatever the error might be ; I think you say that the 
person would meet the difficulty by objecting upon every head ; would there 
be any objection to your penalty following, where he did not make out his case 
upon any head upon which he had raised his objection ? — There is the objection 
to which I alluded before, that it raise.s a fresh issue to be tried before the bar- 
rister, and your Lordship will also remember that the Act contemplates very 
unlearned people serving notices of objection ; namely, that one voter shall, in 
all cases serve objections against another voter ; we know tliat practically the 
matter of registration is committed to parties, and there are professional agents 
in most cases employed that is not at all universally true, and if you surround 
the giving of the objection with so much technicality that no man can give it 
who is not a little versed in law, you then, comparatively, take out of the hands 
of the common voter the power of objecting to his neighbour. 

4514. But are not these two very distinct questions, whether you question 
the qualiflcation, and whether you question the description having been accu- 
rately given : does not the most unlearned man know under which head he 
means to raise the objection ? — 1 think not, if you expect him to express it 
in writing. 

4515. Only under which column, without expressing the objection in writing. 
Ought not every person, intending to question another man’s vote, to make 
himself informed sufficiently not to put the man whose vote he intends to ob- 
ject to to needless inconvenience. Would he find any difficulty in ascertaining, 
either by himself or by considting with some neighbour, under which head he 
ought to make the objection, when the distinction is so broad as that between 
the nature of the qualification and the description of the residence ? — The 
distinction seems very plain, and is very plain when the mind has been brought 
for some time to bear upon it j but practically I have the strongest possible 
opinion that a very great inconvenience and embarrassment would arise from 
asking a specification of the grounds of objection in the notice of objection, 
and that by so doing you would render the process and system of objections 
more technical and more embarrassed than it is at present. 

4516. I do not ask for the grounds of the objection, but for a statement 
whether the party objects to the qualification or the description. Do you 
think that that is a distinction which it would be difficult for any man mean- 
ing to object to his neighbour to ascertain, so that he could say under which 
head he meant to make the objection 1 — I think it is the beginning, as I said, 
of a new issue before the barrister : for instance, I make an objection to a 
man, and 1 say, 1 object to his qualification ; the fact may be that the man has 
a good qualification in the parish — he has two farms in the parish, both of 
which put together would qualify him ; but he has only described one of them. 
Now immediately the question will rise before the barrister — the objector 
having, in the notice, objected to his qualification, and he having put in his 
claim only a part of his property, — Is be entitled to bring in the other part of 
his property, of which no description is given in his claim, to make good his 
qualification, or not? an issue which would not arise unless I was called to 
specify the grounds of my objection in the notice. 

4517* That, in fact, is a mixed case, partaking of the two columns? — Just so; 
I speak from practical experience upon these points, and I think it would em- 
barrass the whole question of registration very much, by attempting to ask the 
objector to define the reasons why he objects, either as to the grounds in a legal 
sense, or as to the mere distinction between the quantity of the qualification 
ind the description of it. 

4518. Mr. Newdegate^ Do you see any objection to a provision which shall 
render the publication of the list of objections 'equally imperative with the 

U.41, 003 publication 
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Ur, Rolert Baxter, publication of the list of new claims?— I believe they both stand very ujuqI, 
■ -■ - upon the same footing now. 

26 May 1846. 4.519. Do you see any objection to the publication of such lists in bolhcases^ 

— Not at all ; tlie provision now as regards claims is, that the overseers shall 
publish them at one period, and as regards objections, that the overseers shall 

publish them at another period. 

4,t2o. Clwir 7 iia)h\ It is not requisite for the objection to be heard before the 
barrister, that it shall have been published by the overseer ? — No ; it has beea 
decided that that is the fault of the overseer, not to be visited upon the objector 

4521. Mr. Newdagata.'] But do you see any objection to rendering the 
necessity equally imperative in the case of objections as in the case of claims? 
— I think there would be no greater hardsliip in letting an objector fail because 
the overseer has not published the objection, than there would be in lettinv 
a claimant fail because the overseer has not published his name ; but in point 
of fact, I am speaking of the practice of the West Riding; they have allowed 
both cases to he proved, that of the claimant, wliere he has been omitted by the 
overseer, he having sent him his claim regularly, and that of the objector 
■where the objection has been regularly given. ’ 

4.522. But in order to insure a similarity of practice throughout the kingdom 
would it not be advisable to require all objections to be published in the same 
manner as claims are published, leaving a sufficient interval for those objected 
to to prepare themselves for the hearing of such objections? — I think that veiy 
desirable indeed, and I think even the law as it stands is not far from atlaiuing 
what you suggest. The objections are published now, I think, on the fim 
Sunday in September. 

4523. But by a publication I mean, that a list of the votes objected to, and 
the names of the objectors, shall be deposited with the clerk of the peace, and 
posted up on the church-doors in the various parishes in which the qualifications 
of the voters are situated? — I think it would not at all be a bad amendment of 
the law, to let the name of the objector be publisheil, together with the name 
of the party objected to. 

4524. You do not object to the system of publication which I have suggested 

in my last question ? — 1 think it very desirable indeed. 

4525. I mean, that the publication of the list of objections, with the names 
of the objectors attached, shall be equally essential to the hearing of such 
objections as the publication of the claims is under tiie present law in the 
Revision Courts?— Yes, I think it desirable that it should be equally necessary, 
and that the avoidance of it, or the failure of it, should be equally fatal in each 
case 5 but, as I mentioned before, in the W est Riding, the barristers have allowed 
the claimants to prove their claims, notwithstanding the omission of the 
overseers. 

4526. Ml. Stuart Wortley.~\ But do you think it desirable that the omissiun 
of the duty by the overseer should be fatal in either case ?~There is onlythis 
difl'erence between them, that in the first case, a man sending* in a claim sends 
it to the overseer, and the only notice which the world has of his having made 
a claim is the publication of the list ; in the other case, the objector not only 
sends to the overseer, but he is bound to send to the party himself, and in 
many cases to his tenant also, notice that he is objected to. In the case of 
objections, therefore, tlie party has other means of information than in the case 
of claims. 

4527. However stringent it may be desirable to make the law upon tbe 
overseer, to compel him to publish both lists equally, do you think it desirable 
to make the law more stringent in respect of the parties themselves in the one 
case as to claims, or in the other as to objections ?— I think the law should be 
the same in the two cases ; but upon the whole, the sounder state of the law 
certainly would be to enable the parties, despite the neglect of the overseer, 
provided they show that other parties are not damnified, to prove in the case 
of an objection, that the objector has given notice to the party himself, or sent 
it through the post, and also that he has given it to the overseer; and if tbe 
overseer has not done his duty, he ought not to be visited with the consequence 
of his neglect ; and so in the case of a claimant. 

4528. Mr. C. Wood.] Can you put them upon precisely the same footing, when 
by the law, as it stands, the claimant gives no notice except through the over* 
seer, and the objector does give notice to the party and his tenants, as well ^ 
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to the overseer? — There is that distinction between the two, that in the case of Ux.Rohsrt Baxter. 

an objection the party affected has distinct notice beyond the publication, 

whereas in the case of a claim, the parties affected, who are supposed to be all a6 May 1846. 
the other claimants to vote in the parish, have no notice beyond that which is 
contained in the list itself. 

4529. In the event of the non-publication by the overseer of the list of claims, 
the parties interested in maintaining the accuracy of the register, viz., the 
other electors of the district, have no notice whatever? — They have no notice 
whatever ; and then it is desirable that the party bringing in his claim should 
prove it strictly before the barrister. 

4530. Mr. Newdegate.'] Do you see any objection to imposing upon the 
claimant the necessity of giving notice to the clerk of the peace of his intention 
to claim ? — I am afraid that the notice to the clerk of the peace would be so 
extensive a notice, taking the case of the West Riding of Yorkshire, where 
there have been in some years as many as 8,000 new claims, and there have 
been in some years as many as 10,000 or 12,000 objections, that the list sent 
Id to the clerk of the peace, and published by him, would be so ponderous 
that it would scarcely be a notice to the public j it would be so large that 
people would hardly find their names in it. 

4531. Do you see any difficulty in a sub-division of that list, so that it might 
be published upon the church-doors of the various parishes, as at present? — 

That was intended by the legislature to be obtained by placing upon the over- 
seers the duty of publishing it upon the church-doors. I see the provision of 
the statute is that “ the overseers shall on or before the first day of September 
in the same year, cause to be written or printed, and shall publish the said list 
of the persons objected to, and the said list of claimants as aforesaid, and 
keep copies of such lists, and deliver copies of such lists to persons requiring 
the same,” so that they are required now by law to publish them j every over- 
seer in the parish must do so, and 1 think that more effectual upon the whole, 
as a public notice, than by aggregating the names in the hands of the clerk of 
the peace, and making one publication for the county. 

4532. My question does not apply to the abolition of the present system, but 
to the extension of it, so as to insure in the hands of the clerk of the peace, or 
some public officer, a general summary of such claims and objections, which 
shall be open to the inspection of the public j do you see any objection to 
that? — I see no objection whatever ; there is no objection to it, except the ad- 
ditional trouble of another notice, one sent to the clerk of the peace, as well 



as to the overseer. 

4533. Mr- Walpole.'] Would it not be practically a decided objection to com- 

plicate the machinery of registration ? — It would not complicate it much ; they 
must be transmitted by the post, in the same way that they are now transmitted 
to the overseer. . - . , 

4534. Mr. C. Wood.] Do you apprehend that the discrepancies m the 
decisions of the barristers would be much fewer, after more repeated and better 
decisions of the court of appeal r — They will necessarily be so. 

4535. Mr. Stuart fVortley.] Your last suggestion is that the barrister snail 

have the power to expunge all double entries ; what proportion ot double 
entries are there on the register, in the West Hiding, for instance . I am not 
able 10 state the proportion. ^ . 

4536. Is it very large? — I am not aware what it la. 

4537. Upon what ground do you make this recommendation r-lhat there 
are repeated instances of <loubie entries even in the same parish, and much 
inore frequently still in contiguous parishes, contiguous townships. 

4538. Mr. Jdderley.] That is done principally for security, is not it . -Very 

often, possibly, not entirely for security ; but upon the system of legistrauon 
you put as many names on as you can. , , u«ii 

4539- Mr. Stuart IVortley.1 Do you propose that the barrister shall have^ 
liiscretion, where he holds it desirable, or that it shall be done in all cases . 

454oXpposing a man has several properties in 
you propose that the barrister should expunge his name in ev ry P 

one? — It would be better, certainly, that he should. v ,.,ni 

4541- And the voter then must select the district m which 
Yes ; and now parties have the power, living m one part, to vote . 

0.41 . 004 ^ * 
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part ; or having property in one part and living in another, tliey may el 
vote in the place whei'e they live, instead of where their property is ^ 

4542. Supposing a man sends in a claim in respect of several procerti 
supposing there are ten polling districts, and he sends in ten claims in 
often diflPerent properties, he will not appear before the barrister- 1101^*7 
barrister to select which he will strike out? — The barrister vvill ha'*™' 
exercise his discretion in that case, but practically it will not lead to th" 
avoidance of all double entries, because you cannot by any common amomt f 
diligence ascertain every man tliat has a double entry ; lint it will enable th 
barrister to do what he cannot now do, if the overseer stupidly leaves in tb 
old name and puts in the new claim, without putting “ objected to” against V 
sometimes the barristers take the law into their own hands and strike out tV 
old name ; others will not do it; consequently you have the same man’s name 
entered twice in ttie same townsliip. 

4543- You said there was some one of tiiose provisions which you havesuo. 
gesteti, upon wliich Mr. Newman had a doubt; which do you understand that 
to be.?* — He was expressing some doubt respecting the 2s. 6 d., but he did not 
explain the doubt ; he only expressed it this moniiug; we had, I tlioudit 
agreed entirely upon the subject; and in talking with him at the door, he said 
he had some doubt about the 2 s. 6 d., but did not explain what it was.* 

4544. Mi\ Adderky.^ If under your fourth suggestion the person objected 

to does not appear without notice, is his case entered into ? No, his name is 

struck off. 

4545. He would be liable to 5s., and have his name struck offbesides?- 
Yes; if the man objected to does not appear to support his claim, his name is 
necessarily struck otf. 

4546. Supposing any one in court spoke for him? — If any one appears for 
him, it is the same thing as if he appears himself. 

4547. Mr. Walpole.] With regard to double entries, your object would beto 
have the name of each voter only once on the register? — That would be the 
object. 

454^' Supposing a voter has two qualifications in two different parts oftbe 
county, you would have the name struck out from one of those parishes ?- 
Yes. 

4549. Does not it frequently happen that voters wish to be on the registerfoc 
moi-e places than one, to provide against the contingency of tlieir parting with the 
qualification during the year for which they are registered ? — I'lie law has pro- 
vided for that contingency, by declaring that a man shall vote for the period 
within which the register is in force, whetlier lie has parted with his quali- 
fication or not, otherwise that would have been a fatal objection to the 
proposition. 

4550. Mr. C. Wood.] Is it not the present law that a man may select at 
which polling-place his vote is to be taken ? — Yes. 

4551. Chairman.] That selection must be made at the time of registration:— 
Yes. 

4552. Mr. Stuart JVortley.] With respect to your fourth suggestion, which 
provides that the party, where he does not appear, and has given no notice of 
his intention to abandon his vote, shall pay 5 s. costs ; is that necessary ; is not 
it a sufficient penalty to deprive him of his vote? — There ought to be some 
compensation to the party who makes the objections, because the party who 
makes the objection has to attend to hear the case. 

4553- Chairman.] Is not practically the objector a man who is engaged 
generally in many objections? — Practically; the making of objections is done 
upon a system, but certainly a more wholesome state of things is that any one 
elector may object to another elector ; and I do not think it would be well to 
legislate upon the assumption that that sort of system would always last. 

4554' the same time you state that from your practical experience in the 

West Riding, you have thought it desirable as much as possible to discourage 
individual objections, and put them into the iiands of certain bodies ?•— Where 
there is an association or body appointed to manage the registration, it is better 
that they should manage it entirely ; but I now refer to a state of tilings where 
there is no association to do it, and where a gentleman residing in his owj. 
parish may think it necessary to object to certain persons w'tio have claimed 
without having any qualification ; it would not be right that he should iiave the 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE ON VOTES OF ELECTORS. 297 

trouble of objecting and going to the banister to show that they had not a 
qualification, and then that those men should not attend and prove their 
qualication. 

45,-)5* Mr. Stuart Wortky^ But he would have the advantage of the objec- 
tion, inasmuch as those votes would l)e struck off? — Just so. 

4556. His time would not be lost?' — His time would not be illspent, 

certainly. 

4557 - Mr. C Wood.'] Are not those costs only to be given in the case of the 

claimant having neglected to send a notice of abandonment to the objector? 

That is the only case to which they apply. 

4558. Mr. Stuart Wortley.] Supposing a man to be prevented from attending 
by accident or illness of Ins family, he would still have to pay the bs. ?— Yes. 

4550. Chairman.] Would not practically the objection, in almost all cases, 
whether by a body or by individuals, be such that the loss of time would not 
be so much an object as the attainment of some political object ? — It would be 
very much so ; at the same time, in order to keep the system working regularly, 
you should not subject the party objecting to greater inconvenience than you 
subject the unfair claimant. 

4560. It is presumed that the claimant not appearing must be an unfair 
claimant? — That is the presumption. 

456 1 . But is not there a great class of cases, [)erhaps more likely to occu r, of 
persons who, having sent in a claim, or having had their claim sent in, do not, 
through negligence or carelessness, or absence, take the proper steps to insure 
them an exemption from the fine? — Yes, I think that would occur. 

4562. In the case of absentee voters, who are a numerous body in counties, 
would not the trouble and expense of pursuing such a person for 5s. more than 
counterbalance any advantage that might arise from an occa.sional 5s. accruing 
to the objector ? — 1 think upon the whole that there are disadvantages, the dis- 
advantages which you suggest, arising out of the imposing 5 ^. upon a man not 
appearing; at the same time, there should be some penalty attaching to such 
an one, unless you give the unfair claimant the advantage. 

4563. Mr. C. Wood.] I think you attach considerable importance to having 
the roister mainly accurate in point of description ? — I do, certainly. 

45^4. Will you state why r — Because unless you maintain the accuracy of 
the register, I conceive that the ends for which the register is formed are not 
attained. 

4565. Mr. Walpole.] What are those ends ? — I conceive the ends to be, notice 
to all the world, or at least notice to all other parties entitled to vote, of the 
claims that are made to the franchise; and that the object of the register is to 
enable every elector to see that none but electors do exercise the franchise with 
■which he is invested ; if you have not accuracy, he cannot ascertain it, and if 
he cannot ascertain it, the register becomes u.seless to that end, and becomes 
then certainly an instrument of fraud, and a very serious instrument of fraud, 
upon the elective franchise. 

4566. Mr. C. Wood.] Had you any experience of countj' elections before 
this system of registration came into forcer — Some. 

4567. M^as not one great source of expense the searching out of voters, of 
whom no previous knowledge existed ?— Certainly. 

4568. Do not you conceive that one of the objects of this system was to 
obviate that evil ? — Certainly; and that object would not be wholesomely at- 
tained unless you made it requisite to keep the register accurate. 

4569. Do not you conceive, that an accurate knowledge of the electors in a 
county tends to prevent parties engaging in unnecessary contests ?•— Very much 
so indeed. 

4570. Mr. Walpole^ Have you ever considered whether it would be advis- 
able to oblige a person to establish, by legal proof, his right to vote, and then to 
insert against his name the word “ proved,” so that he should remain for ever 
on the register until he lost his qualification? — I think that would be very 
much answered by the suggestion that has already been offered, namely, that 
every claimant shall in the first instance prove his qualification, and then that 
be shall not have that qualification liable to be questioned, except upon the 
deposit of 2^. 6d. on the part of the objector. 

457 ^* Then supposing thje voter once proves his qualification in that way, is 
there the same necessity for identifying the property as there was before ?— 

0.4!. P P The 
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Tile same necessity exists, because the description of it may have chana il ■ 
is quite sufficient now to say “Freehold Land occupied by James Simpson"’ Tf 
James Simpson ceases to be the occupier, all means of identifying that lan'tl 
gone; it merely stands in point of qualification, “Freehold Land” in sa T' 
parish. Now it is desirable that that should be corrected as often as the' ' 
curastances change. Also with regard to the voter, he may change his 
dence. ° 

4572. By your suggestions a new claimant makes his claim, under theneril sf 

having to pay costs? — No. r si 

4573. He deposits 5 s., does he not ?~That is a mistake ; the sinrgcstion ii 

not that the new claimant shall make any deposit whatever, but that the ne' 
claimant shall merely, ex necessitate, prove his claim, not beino- liable to anv 
costs whatever. ° t 

4574. Mr, Jdderlet/.] Can you make any suggestion by which the real inten 
tion of the Act, with regard to objections, shall be secured, obviating the pre- 
sent state of things; that objections may come from otlier parties, "and other 

parts of the kingdom. Would you see any harm in its being necessary that the 
objection should be posted within the county ?— Not at all." ^ 

4.575- Can you make any other suggestion by which that intention of the Act 
could be carried out! — I think it very unimportant what name is signed to the 
objection ; the more important thing is to insure that the objection sliall not be 
made without adequate cause. I think you do insure that by requiring a depo- 
sit of money with every objection ; because, as I before said, though in a lime 
of political excitement parties may make indiscriminate objections, from feeling 
they would not do that if they were required to deposit a serious sum of money 
to make those objections. ^ 

4576. Couid you suggest any mode of preventing the interference of parhes 
from other parts of the country? — 'J'hat is a most difficult question, the question 
of preventing the interference of bodies in elections. 

4577* Of parties unconnected with the regislerr — Either unconnected with 
the county or connected with the county; it is a vei'y great question, and a 
question full of difficulty, and I have not been able myself to see any practical 
mode of preventing it which is adequate to meet the occasion. 

4578* Would you see any harm in this, tJiat if the objector were proved to 
be agent to a body of men unconnected with tlic county, he should be sub- 
jected to a penalty ?— I do not think that practically that would amount to 
anything. The fact would be that they would get some one witiiin the county 
to make the objection. 

4579- Supposing that were proved, might it not be enacted, that the objector 
should be subject to penalties? — J am afraid that is not practically operative. 
It appeared to me that there was a very wholesome statute which is now by the 
decision of the courts of law declared to be inoperative, namely, that tenements 
should not be split up into portions for the purpose of multiplying votes. 

4580. You decidedly object to making it penal for a man to object at the 
dictations of another body, a body unconnected witli the county?— I think it 
would be a matter which would deserve punishment, but 1 am afraid, in the 
way in which you put it, it would be impracticable. 

4581 . A penalty hanging over a man, if he knew that he subjected himself 
to a penalty, would certainly be some check to his making objections at the dic- 
tation of another body ? — Yes, but it is difficult legally to define the dictationof 
a body. — I cannot myself see how it can be done. 

4582. Mr. C. /'P'ood.j Could there be the least difficulty in making such 
arrangements as should effect precisely the same end under another name?— 
I think there would be no difficulty in evading such a provision. 

4583* Has.not the practice been of both associations in the VVest Riding, that 
the objections should be signed by parties called the general objectors? — ihat 
has been so. 

4584- Chairman.'] Do you think that any inconvenience has arisen practically 

from the change in the law, by which the barristers are remunerated rather m 
pe gross than in detail ; is there in truth a greater speed ? — It has no doiiot 
induced a greater speed in the decision, and a great restriction of the time given 
for hearing the objections. 

4585. Do not you think it is an objection rather to the system, that it at 
least lays the judge open to the imputation of not giving the full attention to 
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the business which may be desired ? — I may certainly say that I do not think 
that the change of system is at all to be commended. 

4586. Is there not a great deal that the barrister may do himself in the 
direction and purification of the register, by his own minute attention, and 
calling that of the overseer into action?— Yes, no doubt the barrister may do 
much in purifying the register, by being able to pay more attention to it. 

4587. And by even eliciting observations from by-standers, when any doubt 
arises in his own mind as to the accuracy of the description or other questions ? 
— Certainly ; there are many means by which he may improve the register, if 
he has to do so ; I think the fault of the system to which allusion is made 
is, that it gives one measure for every possible case, and that the work is not at 
all measured commensurately with the remuneration. 

4588. Mr. C. fV wd.'] Do you think it possible to make the registration more 
a matter of oflicial duty on the part of proper persons, so as to take it more out 
of the hands of contending parties ?— It is a question surrounded by difficulty. 
\ Oil are aware that that system does prevail in the registration of boroughs ; 
there it is the official duty of the overseers to form the register of electors, and 
if they leave out parties it is only when they are left out that they have to 
claim ; there you have the system at which you hint at work. 

4589. Do you see the possibility of applying a similar system, or anything 
approaching to it, in counties r— I think the same system might be applied, 
certainly. 

4590. Mr. Walpole.] The overseers, by means of the rate-book, can always 
tell who are the occupiers and tenants within the borough : is not that so ?— 
Yes. 

4591. Can the overseer of the parish tell the numerous rights which would 
give a qualification for the county, such as rent-charges or redeeming land-tax 
or in other respects? — He cannot in all cases, and it is found in boroughs even 
that there are many cases of omission of qualifications ; but take any township in 
the county, if you were to make the overseer officially answerable to form the 
list of electors, he would call to his aid the man of business that he has at hand, 
the schoolmaster, or, in cases of larger townships, the vestry-clerk, and he would 
form the list. There would be many omissions, but those omissions would be 
supplied by claims, as in the case of boroughs, and there is no doubt that if it 
were cast upon the overseer as an official duty to examine into it, it would be 
examined upon the spot more accurately than it is at present by parties sending 
in their claims. You are aware that at present there is this difficulty in regis- 
tration ; if no party in the county takes up the subject of registration, the 
register becomes merely a chaos ; nobody objects 5 nobody analyses it ; nobody 
looks after the voting or the claims, and there is no register that does answer 
the intent of the legislature, but . one that i.s looked after by one party, or the 
other party having political feelings with regard to the county. 

459:2. Is not that a reason for not giving to an official party /the power of 
forming the register ? — No ; I would rather differ from that view ; at present 
the registration is incomplete, wherever party spirit is not alive; I think, as a 
general principle, the suggestion thrown out by the honourable Member is a 
pod one, that it is undesirable to keep alive party sf)irit ; you should legislate 
for cases where party spirit is not necessary ; now, in the present system of 
county registration, there is no register that is fit to be looked at, but what is 
kept clear by party spirit ; there is no doubt if you make it the official duty of 
the overseer to correct the register, subject to bis bias, and subject to his 
infirmities, you have a continual check upon the system ; and I think it very 
well worthy of consideration, whether the registration of a county should not 
be thrown officially upon the overseer, as the registration in a borough is. 

4593- Ohairma?i.] With the power of correction by parties who think them- 
selves aggrieved ? — With the power of correction by both parties. 

4594- Mr. C. Wood.] Have you ever considered the subject so far as to 
enable you to make any suggestion with a view to facilitate that mode ? — No ; 
Jt did not occur to me until you had offered the suggestion. 

4595- Mr. Stuart Wortley.] With respect to the subdivision of property for 
^e purpose of making votes, has that been done to any extent till lately in the 
West Riding? — No; it has not been done to any e?:tent till very lately. There 
nave been for the last ten years, I think, with two intervals, very great efforts 
on the part of all possessing qualifications to register themselves, and there have 

b'4i* p p 2 been 
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been efforts on tlie part of gentlemen, ami tradesmen and farmers and oth 
to register their relatives; but there has been no systematic splitting un^ 
property into votes until within the last two years. ^ P 

4596. If one ]iarty purchases property to split it up and create votes, would 
not you apprehend it would necessarily lead to retaliation on the other side' ^ 
It would, unavoidably ; because, if you pursue the subject a little extensiveh 
it would be quite possible for an association with adequate means to brinwth t 
machinery of splitting up the votes to bear upon evciy constituency iu ib 
kingdom that is at all equally divided, and by pursuing that system foracounl^ 
of years to obtain a decisive preponderance; and it could not be met byaiiv 
thing short of a counter association, employing similar means to meet the 
emergency. There may be political circumstances which change men’s views 
as fast as the votes may be created, and that may be cancelled by political 
circumstances; but the system of voting, as now established by law, is such 
that a comparatively small amount of funds brought to bear upon a constituency 
may turn the majority decisively, if the majority was at all upon a balance 
belbre. 

4597. Are not you aware that by a recent decision of the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas it is now settled that the Act of 7 Will. 3 , commonly called 
the Splitting Act, does not apply to a subdivision of property, although for the 

sole purpose of making votes where money consideration passes? Yes, I am 

quite aware of that. 

4.598. Are you of opinion that it might be advisable to extend the operation 
of that Act in any way so as to prevent undue subdivision of property, for the 
purpose of making votes ?— I think very advisable indeed ; I am quite prepared 
to admitthat it is a remedy that will not in every particular do away with the 
difficulties which were suggested of associations acting upon constituencies, but 
it is to a certain extent a wholesome remedy, and a wholesome restriction, and, 
practically speaking, if the construction of the law had been otherwise, it would 
to a very great extent have stopped the sy.stcm of which we complain, that of 
splitting up and buying the votes, through the instrumentality of associations. 

4599. Is irritation and annoyance, in your opinion, created by the system 
whicii lias been begun of persons from a distance interfering and purchasing 
property to subdivide it, and create votes?— No doubt it is, and but for the 
general lull of political feeling in the country, it would have been met inevitably 
by a counter association, and the same machinery being brought into play on 
the other side. 

4600. Are there any other means which you can suggest for preventing that, 
independently of the extension of tlie operation of the Splitting Act?—Itis 
very difficult to suggest a practical remedy ; it is so difficult to define when an 
association is formed for that specific object, and when the effort that it makes 
to that end is the mere incident of the moment, and not a part of its constitution. 
If it were declared to be a misdemeanor to associate for the purpose of raising 
funds for the obtaining of vote.s, it would be to a certain extent aleg^ 
restriction upon the agency of individuals. 



Mr. John Froggatl, was called in ; and Examined. 

4601. Mr. Milner Gibson.'] ARE you a solicitor r— I am. 

4602. Have you been engaged by the Marquis of Abercorn in preparingany 
deeds of rent-charges or annuities? — .1 prepared one to a discharged servant of 
the name of Fife ; I do not know whether I should say “'discharged” properly; 
he had lived under the Marquis 50 years. 

4603. 1 ask you whether you have been engaged in preparing to any body 
deeds of rent-charges or annuities ?—I have; of annuities. 

4604. How many conveyances of that kind have you made ?--I think two, 
to servants. 

4605. How many altogether?— Five, 1 think, altogether. , 

4606. Have you never made more than five?— No ; I think five is the whole 
extent. 

4607. Who were the parties to whom tliose five conveyances of which 
speak were granted ? — I prepared them to members of the fiimily pi Lora 
Abercorn; but those deeds depended upon otlicr arrangements which 
Marquis had. made. 

4608. Were 
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4C08. Were those lOI. annuities ?-Those to the servants were, and I think Mr. 
tliey all were. 

4609. Have you any of the deeds of conveyance with you?— I have the one 26 May 1846 
to Joseph Fife ; there was one to another servant of the name of Green, who is 

since dead. ’ 

4610. Mx. Walpole.'] Who are the other three parties to whom deeds of 

annuity were given ?— Lord Claud Hamilton, Captain Hamilton and Maior 
Humphreys. ^ 

4611. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Is that deed which you have in your hand signed 

by the Marquis of Abercorn? — It is. ® 



[The same toas handed hy the Witness to Mr. Milner Gibson.] 



4612. This is one that was granted to a servant ’—Yes, when he left the 
Marquis’s service. 

4613. In consideration of his services ?— To the Marquis and his grandfather : 
I think he had been 50 years in their service. 

4614. Are those deeds which you speak of registered in the Middlesex Clerk 
of the Peace’s office ? — Yes ; ihe deed is endorsed. 

4615. What was the consideration which those three gentlemen paid ; this 
annuity to the servants was given, as the deed sets forth, in consideration of 
long and feithful services j that was the case of a servant ; but in the case of 
Mr. Hamilton and the other members of the family, who had also 10 1 . annuities 
granted to them, what was the consideration which was given’ — I might say 
natural love and affection ; it depended upon some other arrangements that 
Lord Abercorn made for his family. 

^ 4616. Was there any consideration really paid ? — Not when those deeds were 
signed ; I do not know that I am at liberty to state Lord Abercora’s private 
arrangements with the family. 

4617. You were the solicitor, I understand, and prepared those convey- 
ances? — Yes. 

4618. Why did you produce only one?— I was summoned to produce only 
one, and I brought it; I might say that the Marquis behaved in the most liberal 
and princely way to his brother and sister, when he became of age, in settle- 
ments that were made ; this annuity was part of it. 

4619. You have mentioned the case of Mr. Hamilton ?— Yes. 

4620. Chairman.] He married the Marquis’s sister? — Yes. 

4621. 1 !At. Mihier Gibson.] Mr. William Alexander Baillie Hamilton ? — Yes. 

4622. Did you prepare a 10/. renucharge for him?— I did, and his marriage 
settlement also. 



4623. I do not ask you as to his marriage settlement; I ask you whether you 
prepared a 10/. annuity for Mr. William Alexander Baillie Hamilton?— I 
certainly did. 

4624. Did he pay any consideration in money for it ? — No nor for his 
marriage settlement. 

4625. I do not ask you as to his marriage-settlement; I ask you with regard 
to^this particular 10/. annuity, whether he paid any consideration in money for 



4626. Do you know whether it was given him for any services rendered ? — 
1^0, 1 think “ natural love and affection ” was the expression ; it was more in 
light of Lady Harriet, if I might use the phrase, tile Marquis’s sister. 

■^627. Is that sum sufficient to cover the amount that entitles a person to 
course it would legally ; 40i*. is the requisite amount. 

4628. Do you believe it was given to him to enable him to qualify as a voter 
for the county of Middlesex? — I do not know as to any motives. 

4629. Have you any reason to believe that it was done for that purpose ? — 
•No, I have no reason from any party to believe that. 

4030- Ls he now on the register in respect of that rent-charge of 10/. per 
annum for his life ? — I believe so. 

463 ^ • Have you attended the Revision Court of Middlesex, at the Edgeware 
polling district for the revision of voters ? — I think I have twice. 

4632. For what purpose? — There was an objection taken to Fife’s vote on 
one occasion, and to Green’s on the other, if I recollect rightly, and I went 
<io\vn to support them. 

PP3 4633. Did 
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4633. Did you produce any deed ?— That identical deed, and Green’s de d 
which he had with him. Last autumn I think I had that deed, which 
produced here. 

4634. In the conveyance that you prepared for Mr.Baillie Hamilton wh 
course was pursued? were these deed.s delivered over to the parties to *wh 
the property was conveyed, or were tliey retained in your possession ?— I H 
they are at Coutts’s bank, with Lord Claud’s other deeds ; I was concern ^ 
for Lord Claud in his marriage-settlement. 

4635. You are his solicitor?— Yes; and also for Captain Hamilton - Idi-p 
pared the marriage-settlements for both, and I think the deeds are at ' 
with the other deeds. 

4636. Are you Mr. Hamilion’s solicitor?— I so consider myself; heeniplovj 

me, I believe, in any business that he has. ^ 

4637. Have you possession now of this deed of Mr. Flamilton ?— No • I 

think it is at Coutts’s bank ; I have looked for it and cannot find it • I took 
all their marriage-settlements to Coiitts’s. ’ 

4638. But as you produced it at the court, do not you know what you did 
with it ? — 1 did not produce Capt. Hamilton’s, only Fife’s and Green’s ■ here is 
Fife’s ; Green had his own ; he kept it in his own custody. 

4639. Why has not Fife possession of his ? — 1 really forget now ; Fife was an 
illiterate person, comparatively speaking ; and if I recollect rightly, he asked 
me to keep it for him at the time. 

4640. Do you pay him the ten pounds a year ? — No, I do not ; but 1 think 
the Marquis’s bailiff pays him at Stanmore. 

4641 . But you have the deed ?— I am not certain whether Fife ever had it to 
keep, or whether he gave it to me last autumn, but, to the best of my recollec- 
tion, it has always been with me since Fife first had it. 

4642. In the other cases were they delivered to the parties, with the excep- 
tion of Messrs. FJamilton and Fife?— Lord Claud’s is with his deeds, and 
the Captain’s, I think, is at Coutts’s; Green is dead, but he always kept his 
in his life-time. 

4643. "Where are the other two ; have you possession of the other two ; you 
mentioned five, and have accounted for three ?— Lord Claude’s and Captain 
Hamilton’s are at Coutts’s ; Green is dead ; Fife’s, that is the fourth, is here, 
and Major Humphreys is' in Ireland; I have not Major liuraphreys; he has 
the fifth. 

4644. Has he it himself?— He has it himself, I believe; I gave it to him; 
I have not got it, that I am certain of, for 1 have searclied everywhere for it. 

4645. Do you consider that deed of conveyance to be a charge on the 
property during Mr. Flamilton s life, or only so long as he may wish to retain 
tlie vote for the county ?— Certainly during his life. 

4646- When parties have been objected to, by whose instructions do you 
attend the court ? — When Fife was objected to, I received a note from Forrester, 
the bailiff, at Stanmore, sending the ‘notice up to me; he said that Fife had 
brought it over to him, and did not know what to do with it, and upon that 
I went down and supported the vote, without communicating with anybody. 

4647. That was in Fife’s case ?— In Fife’s case. In Green’s case he was 
at Brighton, — he sent me up his notice, and I sent him down a power to 
authorize myself to appear lor him, and he was so anxious about it that he 
came up from Brighton, and attended at the revising barrister’s; and Fife 
himself came last autumn, and met me, and attended also before the revising 
barrister to support his vote ; but I had no communication with Fife till I met 
him at Edgeware. 

4648. You went to Edgeware, having provided yourself with those deeds ?— 
With that one deed of Fife’s, I did ; but Green brought his own deed with him 
from Brighton. 

4649. Were there no objections to the others ?— I think not ; I do not recol- 
lect the others being objected to. 

4650. I do not quite understand you. Where did you get this deed, that 

you produced in court ?— 1 have had it for several years. , 

4051. Do you mean that this is the only deed that you have ever produced 
in court? — I produced Green’s deed. 

4652. Have you that ?— No ; Green is dead, and I do not know what has 
become of it. 

4653, Where 
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4653. Where did you get it ? — He gave it to me, having brought It from 
Brighton with him. 

4654. Are those two the only two that you ever produced ? — I think so ; I 
think there has been no objection to Captain Hamilton’s and Lord Claud’s— 
certainly not to Lord Claud’s. I think there was once an objection to Captain 
Hamilton’s, and that it was withdrawn ; but I am not certain, speaking from 
memory. 

4655. By whom are you paid for these attendances ?— I have not been paid 
by anybody at present. 

4b’o6. Who is liable ? — I shall make a charge for attending, certainly. 

4657. Do you go there as an amateur?— Certainly not. 

4658. To whom do you look for payment?— I should certainly look to Lord 
Abercorn for payment ; as the annuity is granted to his servant, I should .say he 
is bound to support the deed. 

4659. Before preparing those deeds of conveyance, do you satisfy your own 
mind, as a professional man, that the legal estate upon which the rent-charge is 
charged is in the Marquis of Abercorn 1 — Yes ; I knew it was in the Marquis. 

4660. Have you satisfied your mind that he had the legal estate, and that 
the franchise could be made ? — Yei 

4661. Were any rent-charges given upon Eentley Priory? — It is upon part 
of the land at Bentley Priory ; it is a large estate, and I think it is upon some 
field, or some part of it ; I did it myself, by ray own arrangement. 

4662. Those rent-charges, then, are charged upon Bentley Priory ? — Yes ; 
on parts of Bentley Priory, that is detached parts ; I did not put it on the 
mansion, but the Marquis has a large estate there. 

4663. Is not Bentley Priory an entailed estate? — No, certainly not. 

4664. Do you believe that those rent-charges have been regularly paid to the 
grantees ? — Certainly I do. 

4665. Mr. Wa/pok.] Mr. Hamilton, as I understand you, married the sister 
of Lord Abercorn ? — Yes. 

4666. Did that annuity of 10/. a-year form any part of the marriage settle- 
ment? — I do not know whether it is delicate to Captain Hamilton to enter into 
details. 

4667. Mr. Milner Gihson.'\ Did it form a part? — I should say it did. 

4668. Is it in his marriage-settlement? — I am sure 1 forget now j the settle- 
ment was eight or ten skins. 

4669. Will you undertake now, as Lord Abercorn’s professional man, to state 
that it is your belief that that 10/. rent-charge is mentioned in the marriage- 
settlement? — I do not think it is; but I think it is part of the consideration of 
the annuity which Captain Hamilton receives. 

4670. Why was it made a separate charge of 10/.? — That I cannot say 
exactly. 

4671. If I understand you rightly, the annuity which has been granted by 
the Marquis to Mr. Hamilton would have been 10/. more, if it had not been for 
this rent-charge ? — I should think so, because it is a round sum, and this 10/. 
is part of it ; it is paid regularly to the Captain. 

4672. It would have been 10/. more if it had not been for this rent-charge, 
that is your belief? — 1 should say so ; that is my belief. 

4673. Mr. Newdegate.'\ You have used the term “servant” in describing those 
to whom two of those annuities have been granted ; are those persons now in 
the service of the Marquis of Abercorn ?— No, neither of them. 

4674. Chairman.'] Are they independent of his lordship? — One is dead, 
Green. I do not believe Fife is independent, because he partly depends 
upon the Marquis now ; he is an old servant, and had been in the family fifty 
years, when he left the Marquis’s service. 

4675. Mr. Milner Gibson!] I see Mr. Hamilton’s rent-charge of 10/. per an- 
num for his life is upon a property called Rushmead and Long-field ; is that the 
same ? — It is part of Bentley Priory estate. 

4676. Are you quite sure it is not entailed ? — I am quite certain of it. 

4677. You are quite certain it is a legal rent-chai’ge ? — I am quite certain of 
it) because the Marquis bought from Mr. Drummond 100,000/. worth of pro- 
perty in that neighbourhood, and I forget whether this is part of it or of Bent- 
*ey Priory, but Bentley Priory is unentailed also. 
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MEMBERS PRESENT; 



Mr. C. Wood. 
Mr. Adderley. 
Mr. Newdegate. 
Mr. Villiers. 



Mr. Stuart Wortley. 
Ml-. Wrightson. 

Sir John Walsh. 
Mr. Walpole. 



VISCOUNT SANDON, in the Chair. 



Mr. Edward Nelson Alea'ander, Examined. 



4678. ] Mr. Sluart Wortleyl] YOU practise as a solicitor at Halifax, in the 
West Riding of the county of York ? — I do. 

4679. I believe you have accompanied Mr. Baxter and Mr. Allcock for 
several years as one of the advocates in the revising barrister’s court on the 
Conservative side? — I have. 

4680. For how many years have you done that? — For 11 years j since 1835 
down to 1845 inclusive. 

4681. I believe you are acquainted with certain suggestions that were given 
to the Committee on a former day by Mr. Baxter for the amendment of the 
registration system ? — I am. 

4682. Have you considered those suggestions in conjunction with Mr. 
Baxter and the gentlemen who have acted on the Liberal side?— Yes; they 
are the result of our joint consultations. 

4683. Do you concur in the propi'iety of tiiose suggestions ? — Yes, perfectly. 

4684. With respect to the proposal made for a dc})osit in the case of every 
objection, and a deposit also in case of the ])arty objected to appearing to 
defend his claim, have you any doubts upon the propriety of that suggestion, 
or any remarks to offer to the Committee? — No; it seems to me one of the 
fairest modes that can be adopted for preventing frivolous objections on the 
one hand, and fictitious or frivolous claims on tiie other. 

4685. Do you see any objection to augmenting the amount from 2s. fid to 
5s. 'i — Perhaps the difference might prevent real and legitimate objections 
being served by doubling the amount, and making it much more serious; that 
is the only objection which I think could be raised to it. 

4686. Do you think that would be such a sum as would prevent real-io^ 
jide objections being made? — Unless made by a party ; it might terminate m 
their being ultimately made by a party, and not by the individual objector 
himself. 



4687. By a party you mean by a body ? — Yes ; on either side. 

4688. Is it your opinion that upon the whole it is desirable that a systeip 

should be adopted which is calculated to throw the management of the puri- 
fication of the register into the hands of bodies rather than of individuals.— 
My own impression would be rather against it ; because so long as it is done 
by a body, there must be a very strong party and political feeling kept up 
each district. 



4689. Ml*. C. Wood^ I understand you to say, that, in your opinion, 
effect of raising the amount of the deposit would be to clieck objections being 
made by individuals, and to render it almost necessary that they should he tna 
by associated bodies? — I think that would be one of the effects, certainly. 

4690. I also understand you to say, that yon think that is an undesira 8 
result, as tending to perpetuate party feeling ? — That has always been my op 
nion, certainly. 

4691. Do you think it possible to make the revision of the 
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formation of the register, in any way more the public duty of official per- 
sons than it is at present, so as to diminish the necessity of its being done^ by 
associated bodies ? — I spoke to Mr. Baxter with reference to the appointment 
of an official party, the same as the overseer in a borough, but it could only be 
carried to a certain extent, inasmuch as an immense number of electors would 
not appear upon the rate-books at all, or upon any other documents as proprie- 
tors; for instance, cestuique trusts, or equitable freeholders, none of those 
would appear upon any public instrument or any official document, whereby 
the overseer could have the means of ascertaining who really were the electors; 
if there could be any thing of that sort, then an official party would be very 
desirable, the same as the overseer in a borough. 

4692. Do you think it possible that any person might be appointed to make 
a circuit through the county, for instance, whose duty it should be to form 
the register, and to whom application should be made by claimants, and whose 
business it would be to revise and correct the register, to the best of his power, 

without any parties before him appearing in opposition to each other? It 

would require a good deal of consideracicn before I should be enabled to 
answer that satisfactorily ; if that were done, it must be some party appointed, 

I think, by the Government ; it would not do to leave it to any party appointed 
in each district, because he would be so perfectly open to political bias, the 
same as the overseers themselves are, that 1 think it w-ouldbe putting a power 
into his hands which would be very dangerous indeed. 

4693. Do you 6nd that the overseers are practically subject to that political 
bias ?— Certainly, to a very great extent, no doubt of it ; I speak, of course, of 
the West Riding. 

4694. Mr. Stuart Worthy ] Supposing the Lord Lieutenant should select 
persons of your own station, such a person as Mr. Baxter and Mr. Newman, 
who should be appointed, with the sanction of the Secretary of State, to go round 
the country (being remunerated, of course) for the purpose of making as correct 
a list as they could in the first instance ; do you think any system of that kind 
would work well? — I think it would be a very desirable one, if in the appoint- 
ment one could be totally divested of any party feeling ; if it were subject to 
the revision of both sides, the one of course would counteract the other, and 
very possibly upon investigation it might be done fairly, but there ought to be 
the counteracting influence of each. 

4695. Mr. C. Wood.1 Would not a person entirely unconnected with the 
county be less subject to those influences to which you have alluded ? — I should 
think not, because political influence in both cases is not regulated by any pri- 
vate feeling ; the only difference would be that a private feeling might influence 
a man in his owui district, which could not be the case in one where he was a 
perfect stranger; but with regard to political bias, of course the same influence 
of political feeling would extend to whatever county he was in. 

4696. Mr. JVewdeffate.] Has it ever occurred to you that it is desirable that 
notice of objections should be sent to the clerk of the peace, as well as to the 
overseers, and that he should be compelled to make a list of such objections, as 
well as a list of claims, and retain such list, being the list for the whole county, 
in his office, for the inspection of any person desirous of seeing it, so that the 
whole state of the register, as regards objections and claims, might be at once 
produced on application ? — There can be no possible objection to that course, 
in my opinion, except in entailing so much more trouble upon the^parties, the 
claimants and the objectors; and also, of course, the clerk of the peace would he 
entitled to very considerable fees as a remuneration for all the trouble he would 
take, and that would be an increased burthen upon the county rate. 

4697. Would that be in any case obviated if you employ a public officer for 
the purposes of registration ? — Do 1 understand you that that course would be 
substituted for the appointment of any public officer? 

4698. That that would form one portion of his duty ?— It could not be 
productive of any bad effect, certainly ; it would be giving greater publicity 
hat at the same time, the publication of the overseers’ lists and of the County 
Register so long before the period of revision in each particular district, affords to 
the parties interested, I think, every species of information that could be required. 

4^99. My point is, that no objection and no claim shall be heard except 
those published in this general list? — It would have this good effect, that it 
would obviate, which often occur, the effects arising from the carelessness of 
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overseers, by making it a sort of official list and register, preparatory to t1 

revision circnits ; it would obviate many of the inconveniences that now ari ^ 

from the carelessness and inaccuracy of the overseers. 

4700. And would not it also have this effect, that if a combined attack wer 
made upon the register of any county, either in the form of claims or of 
objections, it would at once become obvious ? — Yes, I think it would ; I do not 
think it would be often referred to, excepting by the agents of the parties 

4700*. But it would be available by the agents of the different parties or 
individuals? — It would, certainly. 

4701. Mr. C. Wood.] Can you state generally about how many townships 
there are in the West Riding of Yorkshire? — Just glancing my eye over this 
register which I have in my hand, I should think 700 or 800. 

4702. Chairman.'] And how many poor-law unions? — That I have not the 
least knowledge of. 

4703. Mr. Stuart Wortley.] Do not you think some such person as I have 
suggested might be of use for the purpose of assisting the overseers in makia? 
out their lists, without his decision being at all final, leaving still the appeal ^ 
the revising barrister or some other authority ? — I think it would be very 
desirable, because the overseers really commit so many errors ; they are so 
very careless, and so frequently strong partisans, that it would be very desirable 
if there could be some power placed over them — a sort of surveillance to take 
care that they do their duty, and do it correctly. 

4704. For instance, by the attendance of persons of that station and cha- 
racter in the district, and persons to whom their character, as men of business 
and as men of station, is of importance, do not you think it would ensure the 
absence from the list of all mere errors of misdescription and so forth, arising 
from the negligence of the overseer ? — Yes, I think it would ; only you would 
have to provide power for both parties to remedy it, and to correct the 
claims. 

4705. We are told that a very large proportion of the objections which are 
made, arise from mere inaccuracies in the lists, and that it is considered neces- 
sary that those objections should be made in order to their amendment and 
their alteration ; would not such a system as has been suggested clear the lists, 
in all probability, from all those sort of errors ?— It would, to a certain extent, 
if you limit the discretionary powers of the revising barristers j but I think 
that the great cause has arisen from the revising barristers themselves, almost 
each circuit varying their views of the powers under the section authorizing 
them to correct mistakes, and that has been the great evil that we have felt in 
the West Riding of Yorkshire. 

4706. Then are you disposed to grant a general power to the revising bar- 
rister to correct mistakes without objection being made ? — I should feel more 
disposed to define more precisely and to limit his power, without leaving so 
much to his own discretion. 

4707. Mr. C. Wood.] Were the decisions of the barristers on the last circuit 
totally different from those of almost every preceding year? — I consider many 
were, certainly, and it has been so since 1835. 

4708. Mr. Stuart Wortley.] We have been told that a great many objections 
are served merely to make amendments in the description of voters upon the 
register; for instance, the omission of the number in a street? — Do I under- 
stand that that has been the object for serving the objections ? 

4709* Yes; are you of opinion that that has been the purpose of many of 
the objections or not ? — No, I must confess I do not think so j I wish 1 could 
assign it that motive. 

4710. But would not such a system as has been suggested prevent there being 
even a pretence for the objection? — Certainly; and for this reason, that 
an objection comes to be heard or argued, of course each side shield itself 
under that point, and the revising bairister exercises his own discretion as to 
supplying the omission, the consequence of which is, that the decisions in the 
West Riding, with respect to supplying the numbers of houses in the fourth 
column during the last revision, were very different from what they were m 
some of the other counties, I think in Lancashire, even the very adjoining 
county. 

4711- The question which I wish to put to you is, whether in the case of a 
system, under which persons competent, like Mr. Newman or Mr. AUcock, or 

gentlemen 
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wentleraen in that station and knowing the business, were be appointed, their 
attendance and assistance to the overseers in making up their lists would not 
at once prevent those sort of trifling errors requiring amendment appearing 
upon the list at all, so as to give any pretence whatever for objection? — No 
question it ought to have that effect and it would prevent, at all events, many of 
the alleged grounds of objection. 

4712. Chairman^ And any objections upon misdescription surviving the 
first purihcation might be considered as fatal to the vote ? —I do not think they 
ought after they had once passed. 

4713. Mr. Adderley^ Would you do away with such objections altogether 
upon that score, if you had such a man to assist the overseers to correct the 
register ?■ — No ; because during that period a man might have parted with his 
qualification; if you apply it merely to misdescription, that may be done. 

4714. Do you think you could venture to do away with all objections merely 
on the score of misdescription ? — I think you might, in a great measure, as to 
misdescriptions in tlie second or fourth column, but not in the third column, 
under which there might be a misdescription of tenure. 

4715. The question applies merely to a misdescription of residence ? — I think 
you might, to a great extent, certainly. 

4716. Mr. C. JVood.] That is in the case of a revision by a competent 
person going through the county? — Yes, I think it would tend very materially 
to produce that effect. 

4717. Do you concur in the opinion that was expressed by Mr. Baxter the 
day before yesterday, of its being extremely desirable that the register should 
give as accurate a description as possible, under all the columns, of the residence, 
qualification, and other particulars of the voter? — I think that the same end 
might be produced by a clause in any Act that might be passed. 

4718. Do you concur in the opinion expressed by Mr. Baxter the day 
before yesterday, that it is exceedingly desirable that the register of electors 
should give as accurate a description as possible of their residence, and the 
nature of their qualification ? — 1 do. 

4719. Is it not a very great object, with a view to an election, that the re- 
spective parties should' be able to ascertain very correctly the number and 
description of the electors on the register ? — Yes. 

4720. Do not you apprehend that that knowledge tends very much to dimi- 
nish the expense of an election in the case of a contest? — Yes. 

4721. Have vou had any experience of county elections before the registra- 
tion system was in force? — Very little. 

4722. Are you aware that considerable expense was frequently incurred in 
searching out the residences and qualifications of voters at elections before the 
system of registration, a necessity which is in a great measure obviated by an 
accurate register ? — Certainly. 

4723. Have you not lately been engaged in an election for the Registrar of 
Deeds in the East Riding of Yorkshire ?— Yes, as the advocate of one of 
the candidates. 

4724. The qualification for a vote in that case, I believe, is a freehold of 
100/. a year ? — It is. 

4725. In that recent election did notit happen that a very great number of 
voters were brought up to poll of whom nobody had the slightest knowledge 
at all ? — I believe there were several, chiefly from Hull. 

4726. In point of fact, was not the election almost turned by voters springing 
up of whom no one had tiie slightest knowledge ? — I think it was ; in explanation 
of that, 1 would say that that was because there was no register at all ; and the 
same case occurred in the West Riding ; it is distinguishable from the case under 
the consideration of the Committee on account of the total want of a register ; I 
have no doubt the effect that was produced was from that cause, for a g^eat many 
copyholders came to vote whom we had no means of testing. 

4727. Mr. Stuart Wortley.']. You said that you agreed with what was stated 
in Mr. Baxter’s evidence in thinking that it is extremely desirable that the 
register should be kept as accurate as possible ?— Yes. 

4728. Do not you consider the system of objections a very cumbrous and 
troublesome mode of correcting mere errors of misdescription? Before I 
answer that, I should state that 1 consider it is most desirable that the register 
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should be as accurate as possible, but that I do not consider that a Hter^ 
compliance with alt the requirements of the Act of Parliament are desirable or 
necessary, inasmuch as I do not consider giving all the numbers of houses in 
the fourth column requisite; I would have every column accurate, but still I 
do not think there is a necessity for carrying it out to the very great extent that 
it has been. 

4729. But as long as the provision of the statute remains, it is dseirable that 
it should be complied with ? — Certainly ; because otherwise it leaves the paitv 
open to objection. 

4730. Mr. C. Wood.'] The supposed necessity for the numbers to which vou 
allude arises, I believe, from an opinion given by Lord Chief Justice Tindall— 
By a decision, in fact. 

4731. Mr. Stuart Wortley.] Supposing those particulars to be required by the 
law, and supposing it to be desirable that the register should in those respects 
be made as accurate as possible, is it not also desirable that some similar mode 
.should be devised for the appointment of some such person as is suggested to 
assist the overseer in the correction of errors without going to the revising 
barrister’s court and making an objection ?— Most certainly. 

4732. Do not a number of objections upon those pretended or real 
grounds create great irritation and great inconvenience to the electors?— 
Very great, indeed ; not only that, but I consider that the plea of mere 
technicality sometimes is a cloak for giving objections, which otherwise never 
would be given. 

4733. I believe during the whole of the 11 years that you have acted as an 
advocate in the revising barrister’s court there have been very numerous 
objections served on both sides? — Very numerous. 

4734. Has there, till within the last two years, existed any thing like a system 
of creation of votes ? — I think not. 

4735- Within the last two years, in the year 1845 particularly, has tliere 
sprung up a system of creating votes by small freeholds 1 — Yes, in 1845 
particularly. 

4736. Before that at all? — Not so much, certainly; in 1844 very little 
indeed. 

4737- When did any agent for the first time appear in the revising court, 
on behalf avowedly of the Ami-Corn Law League? — An agent appeared in 
1844. 

4738. Who was that gentleman? — Mr. Palfreyman professionally, as the 
advocate, and as far as my recollection serves me, Mr. Flint, as partially 
instructing him. In 1844 Mr. Palfreyman appeared in two of the courts as 
advocate for the League, and, as far as I recollect, Mr. Flint attended some 
of the courts also. 

4739. J'f^ood.] Was not it Mr. Acland? — It is very possible it was so; 
I did not know Mr. Flint then ; I think very probably you may be correct. 

4740. Mr. Stuart Worthy.] Tn the year 1845 were there professional agents 
acting on behalf of the Anti-Corn Law League, in the most of the great towns 
of the West Riding of Yorkshire? — 1 believe there were. 

4741. I am not speaking of the revising court? — No; but whether they 
were acting for the Anti-Corn Law League solely, or for the Reform Associa- 
tion also, of course I cannot tell. 

4742. Were there not in most of the large towns public advertisements, 
calling upon persons to procure votes, and offering facilities through the agency 
of the Anti-Corn Law League? -I can only speak of my own knowledge to 
Huddersfield. 

4743. That did occur at Huddersfield?— That did occur at Huddersfield, 
certainly; it came out in evidence in the revising barristers’ court. 

4744. Who W.1S the gentleman that acted at Huddersfield? — A Mr. Thomas 
Robinson. 

4745* Is he a professional man ? — He is. , 

4746. You say it came out in the court at Huddersfield; what appeared W e 
the case there ? — In examination it was stated, that he had advertized Wes 
Riding qualifications for all parties favourable to'free trade ; I think the wor 

Anti-Corn Law League” was not, as far as I remember, used at all; 
all parties favourable to free trade might either hear of qualifications 
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purchase, or qualifications to sell, on application to Mr. Thomas Robinson, and 
he kept a register for the purpose. ’ 

4747. Was there any evidence given upon that occasion of asuccessful nego- 
ciation on the part of Mr. Robinson for the purchase and sale ? — Yes ; several. 

4748. Do you remember any one in particular ? -They form, in point of fact, 
the subject of Mr. Harding’s case. 

4749. Mr. Newdegate.'] Is this the case which was submitted with reference 
to the operation of the splitting up? — Yes. 

4750. Mr. Stuart Wortley^ Just state summarily what the nature of that 
case was ? — ^There were two or three cases ; in one case which I know from 
having had the case in the court which I attended, 50 individuals claimed to 
vote, each in respect of freehold land and buildings, one undivided fiftieth part 
thereof; Bright’s Buildings, Honley. 

4751. yiwC.JVood.'] Have you a copy of the case ?— Yes ; these are minutes, 
I observe, made from my own brief; the deed was dated on the 30 th of 
January 184'5 ; that was the day before the last day for giving parties a claim to 
vote ; they must have been freeholders six months before the 3 lst of July. 

4752. Mr. Stuart lVortley.'\ That was the date of the conveyance ?~Yes; it 
was registered on the 14 th of February ; the purchase-money seems to have 
been 1 , 990 1 . ; the case will show it more clearly ; this was purchased through 
the medium of Mr. Robinson. 

4753. How many purchasers were there? — Fifty. 

4754 Did there appear to be a contemporaneous lease from those fifty to the 
vendor of the property ?— Yes ; it was purchased from a manufacturer in the 
neighbourhood of Huddersfield, Mr. Shaw ; heconveyed on the SOth of January 
to those 50 parties as tenants in common ; those 50 afterwards executed a lease 
to him of the property at 100 ?.orl 02 /. a year ; that constituted 50 qualifica- 
tions of 40 tf. each, and the rent was reserved. 

47 . 55 * What was the date of that lease ? — Thesame day, the SOth of January. 

4756. Have you the means of informing us whether the greater portion of 
those 50 voters were persons resident out of the county? — I think with respect 
to those they were chiefly resident in the county. 

4757. Do you know what description of persons they were ? — I see they are 
merchants, wool-staplers, warehousemen, linen-drapers, builders, commercial 
travellers, engineers, cloth-manufacturers, cloth-millers, wool-sorters, stationers, 
shoemakers, tinners and braziers, accountants, artists, grocers, surgeons, fine- 
drawers, corn-dealers, cloth-finishers, civil engineers, mechanics, spinners, over- 
lookers, gentlemen, fancy manufacturers, joiners, Independent ministers, and 
there is one, I see, who lives at Kendal in Westmoreland, a yeoman, and one at 
Manchester, a commercial traveller. 

4758. Mr. C. JVoodP\ Are they, upon the whole, persons in a respectable 
situation in society, as far as you know?— I do not know any one of them ; I 
should imagine the wool-sorters were more likely to be labourers; at least in 
our neighbourhood a wool-sorter is a man who gets perhaps his 3 s. a-daj', but 
the others I should say, many of them, were perfectly respectable men ; no doubt 
of it. 

4759. Mr. Stuart iVortley."] I believe it was proved, and indeed avowed in 
that transaction, that the object of it was, on the one side, to sell for the purpose 
of making votes, and on the other, on the part of all the fifty, to buy for the mere 
purpose of obtaining votes? — Certainly; it was admitted at once for the 
purpose of raising the point ; there is no doubt about it. 

4760. Mr. C. WoodJ] Was it not so stated in the case? — It was. 

4761. Mr. Stuart IVortley."] “What was the nature of the proof of the 
payment of the consideration-money? — It was chiefly put into the hands of 
Mr. Robinson by the parties. 

4762. The consideration-money was paid into the hands of Mr. Robinson by 
the parties ?— Yes. 

4763* Did he prove the payment of the whole of the consideration-money ? 
—Not the whole of it; the barrister inferred the other part; he proved the 
general payment of the purchasers* proportions to him. 

4764. What is your distinction between the general payment and the pay- 
ment of the whole ? — Generally he proved that a great number of them had 
paid ; he would not take upon himself to state that the whole had paid into 
his hands, but that a great many of them had ; and therefore the court inferred 
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that the others liad either paid into his lands, and he did not recollect it 
that they had paid direct. ’ 

4765. Did he state himself what he had done with the money? That it 

was paid over. 

4766. That it was paid over to whom ; to the agent of the Anti-Corn Law 
league, or that there was a debtor and creditor account kept, or how was it 
done ?— In this particular case? 

4767. Yes? — He negatived the payment to the Anti-Corn Law League. 

4768. Mr. C. Woo(L\ Did he prove in a number of instances that the 
individuals themselves had paid into his hands the money for the purchase of 
a vote, or a qualification? — Certainly. 

4769. Did he state what he had done with the money that had so come 
into his hands ? — That he had paid it over to the vendors. 

4770. Mr. Newdegate.'] Then, if I understand you rightly, he proved this in 
several instances as to an individual sum, but, at the same time, there was the 
other part of sum total unaccounted for; he proved the receipt of several 
individual sums, which formed a portion of the total purchase-money, but there 

was some portion of the total purchase-money not accounted for? He proved 

from recollection' that the generality of the parties had paid, and he had little 
doubt but that the others had paid to him, or paid over to the vendors themselves 
It is only fair to say, that the result of his evidence must leave the impression 
that the whole got into the hands of the vendors. 

4771-2. Mr. C. Wood.'] Did it appear by whom the expenses of the conveyance 
were paid ?~By the purchasers, each paid \l. a share, I think, for the con- 
veyance. 

4773. Chairman.] There were no disputers to the value of the land being 
equivalent to the amount paid? — None ; there was a lease. 

4774. Mr. Wortleg.] Were there any other cases of a similar descrip, 
tion that year? — Yes; in the case of Crossland there were 35 individuals who 
claimed to vote, each in respect of freehold land and buildings, one undivided 
35th part of Cobden*s-row, Nos. 5 to 16 inclusive; that was re-let, and the 
rent was 70^- ^ for 35, making exactly the 40 A'. 

4775* Will you describe to us how that transaction was conducted ?— Pre- 
cisely in the same way. 

4776. Just shortly state it? — There was a conveyance from the Crosslands 
to 35 parties as tenants in common. 

4777. For what purchase-money ?— The cost was I believe -tU. each share; 
it was 40^1. for the purchase-money, and 1/. for the proportion of the convey 
ance ; then it was re-let at 70/. a year. 

4778. To the vendors ? — To the vendors, according to the minutes which I 
have here of the brief. 

477y. By a deed of the same date ? — The date is not given, but 1 have no 
douDt it would be precisely the same. 

4780. You are speaking only of cases that came within your own knowledge, 
are you not? — Yes. 

4781. Cases in the court in which you were practising ? — Yes; perhaps not 
in my own room, but where I was conversant with them, from having briefs 
and going over them. 

4782. Were there other cases of a similar description ? — Yes, there were 
10 in respect of a property. Crossland Moor ; there is no minute there of any 
lease. 

4783. What was the nature of that transaction ? — Merely a conveyance to 
10 individuals from the vendor. 

4784. Was that a conveyance for the purpose of making votes? — Yes. 

4785. As it was admitted to be in the other case ? — In that case it was dearly 

a conveyance for the purpose of making votes. ^ 

4786- Was it so in the Lockwood case, of which you have spoken, Mr. 
Crossland’s ? — It was. 

4787. Have you any other cases within your own knowledge ?■ — In the Brad- 
ford polling district there were 47 individuals who claimed to vote in respec n 
some freehold houses, all of whom appeared, from the briefs and register, 
reside at or near Idverpool and Manchester, or, In point of fact, either 
Cheshire or South Lancashire, and not one of the 47 in the county » 
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47S8. What was the purchase-money there ?~That I do not know; when 
the principle was laid down that the barrister thought that the Splitting Acts 
did not apply, and refused cases, of course we did not go into them. 

4789. Mr. Wool/.] There was no necessity of proving them further?— No. 

4790. Mr. Stuart Wbrllej/.] Can you state that that was a conveyance for the 
purpose of making votes ? — No doubt about it. 

4791. I believe it was not at all concealed ?— Not at all; it was admitted 
by the advocates and the whole parties. 

4792. Perhaps as it does not appear to be much disputed, you will be able 
to tell us, according to the best of your belief, what was the number of votes 
created and defended by the advocates of the Liberal side in that registration, 
of a similar nature to those which you have described; what number of votes 
were put upon the register, of the nature which you have described in those 
transactions? — In order to ascertain in the manufacturing districts, which were 
exclusively under iny own management, what was the number, 1 gave instruc- 
tion to the different local agents to investigate, as fairly as they could, what 
were supposed to be put on through the instrumentality of the Anti-Corn Law 
League. 

4793. I merely want the number of votes ?— They investigated that, and 
from the result of the registration, we made out about 1,483 votes. 

4794. There were about 1,483 votes put on the register, which you believe 
to have been made for the purpose ? — Yes. 

4795. And upon the system of a bare freehold of 40 s. a year or thereabouts ? 
—Some would be more than that, certainly. 

4796. To what extent more?— I should not be able to tell you ; it would 
have been impossible, during the registration, to have taken down particulars 
to that extent. 

4797. Why do you say they were made for the purpose of obtaining a vote, 
unless they were of that description? — In Bradford township there are 47 In 
one deed, not one of whom lives in the West Riding of Yorkshire; that 
appeared to us to warrant the presumption that they were put on by parties 
expressly for the purpose. 

4798. Chairman.] Irrespectively of the amount being precisely the 40 i.? — 
Certainly ; in most cases the amount would leave some 40 ^. or 50 «. ; a great 
many were rent-charges specifically of 40 i. a year; most of the rent-charges 
were confined to 40 s. a year ; that, of course, constituted in our minds a 
reason to presume that they were made for the purpose of creating votes ; then 
there were 23 others in the same township, the Bradford polling district, not 
one of whom resided in the county of York ; in another case there were 16 of 
the same description, 15 of whom resided out of the county, and one in the 
county; I should say there were 1,400 or 1,500 altogether. 

4799. Mr. Stuart Wortle^/.] Are you aware who are the accountants for the 
Anti-Corn Law League ? — Duffield, Lofthouse and Whitworth of Manchester, 

4800. Who are the solicitors for the Anti-Corn Law League ? — Sale and 
Worthington of Manchester. 

4801. Do they carry on business at Manchester? — They do. 

4^02. In the registration of 1845 , did any of the agents of the Anti-Corn 
Law League attend any of the courts ; I do not mean as advocates ? — Mr. Flint, 
who I believe is the secretary at Leeds. 

4803. Secretary to what? — To the Free Trade Association or the Anti-Corn 
L^w League, I believe ; it is called by both names ; in one place it is called 
the Free Trade Association, and in the other the Anti-Corn Law League. 

4804. He was not one of the advocates on the Liberal side, was he?— Cer- 
tainly not. 

4805. Who were the advocates that attended on behalf of what is called 
me Liberal party in the county? — Mr. Newman and Mr. Hailstone and Mr. 
James Stansfield were the advocates on the circuit ; they were the only three 
persons appointed, I believe. 

4806. In what character did Mr. Flint attend ? — I should say as the general 
secretary ; he went round the whole of the West Riding circuit. 

4807. Was he the only person who appeared, as you understood, on behalf 
fK ^ Anti-Corn Law League ; were Messrs. Sale and Worthington or any 

O ner parties attending? — Mr. Worthington appeared in support of some of 

e votes and also in support of a number of conveyances which had been 
Pi'epared by Sale and Wortlungton giving those qualifications. 

° 4 l. ® qq 4 4808. Mr. 
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4808. Mr. Worthington appeared as a witness, then, in support of several of 
the conveyances, did he ? — Certainly. 

4809. Did they appear to have been prepared by him i— A great many 
weie. 

4S10. Are you speaking of conveyances which gave a title to some of those 
parties to whom you have before referred? Certainly. 

4811. Were any of the accountants of the Anti-Corn Law League present at 
any of the courts? — Mr. Lofthouse was piesent at one 01 two of tlie courts 
when I attended, and I believe in several of the courts, at Otley particularly. 

4812. During any part of the proceedings was there any statement made of 
the sum of money that had passed through the bauds of the accountants of the 
Anti-Corn Law League for the purchase of votes connected with the West 
Riding of Yorkshire?— During the revision at Otley Mr. Lofthouse was a 
witness. 

4813. That was one of the accountants of the Anti-Corn Law League ?- 
Yes, and it was investigated in respect of one of the deeds in one of the batches 
of claims ; he produced a counter cheque-book which they had as accountants, 
and Mr. Newman stated, without at all denying the fact to what an extent 
purchases had been made, that either upwards of 90,000?. or 98,000?, had 
passed through the hands of Messrs. DufBeld, Lofthouse k Whitworth, and 
Messrs. Sale and Worthington in payment of the purchase-money of qualifications 
for the West Riding of Yorkshire, South Lancashire and North Cheshire. 

4814. That that amount had passed through their hands as agents transacting 
the purchases ?— It was admitted they were the agents transacting the business 
of the League and the solicitors to the League j he did not say it went into the 
hands of the League, but it went through the hands of those parties who were 
the accountants for the League, and Sale and Worthington who were the 
solicitors. 

4815. Mr. C. Wood.] Who said this?— Mr. Newman. 

481C. Mr. Adderky.] In what time had that amountpassed ?— In the months 
of December and January. 

4817. Mr. Stuart IVortley.] I understand you to say that it was stated that 
they had received the money as agents who had transacted the purchases for 
the parties ; not that they had received that money for lhe_ Anti-Corn Law 
League, or paid it to the Anti-Corn Law League ?— No ; I wish it to be distinctly 
understood that he stated that it had passed through the hands of Duffield, 
Lofthouse & Whitworth, to show the extent of business they had transactcil, 
that upwards of 90,000?. or 98,000?. (I think he specifically mentioned 98,000/.) 
had passed through the hands of Duffield, Lofthouse 8c Whitworth, who were 
accountants ; of course he did not say they were accountants to the League, 
but it was not at all denied in the court from first to last ; they appeared as suck 
no doubt of it, and Sale and Worthington ap[ieared as solicitors to the Leslie, 
and through their hands had passed 98,000?. as purchase-monies for qualifica- 
tions in the West Riding of the county of York, in South Lancashire and Noitn 
Cheshire. 

4818. Not as the money of the League ?— Oh, no ! certainly not as money 

of the League. . 

4819. Was that stated in public?— It was stated to the revising hamster. 

4820. Was it stated in the presence of Mr. Lofthouse? — I tliink it wM. 

4821. Mr. Lofthouse, you say, was himseif a witness in some cases .r rlew , 

I have the notes of his examination upon this occasion. , , 

4822. For what purpose was he a witness ? — In support of the claims ' 
we denied the payment of the purchase-monies, or threw any doubt upo 
payment of the purchase-monies. 

4823. You say that he produced a book ? — Yes. , t. 

4824. What was the nature of that book ? — A sort of counter cheque j 

cheques were cut out, and the counter cheques were left. , 

4825. What was the cheque to show?— The counter part ot toe 4 ^ 
showed from whom this money was received, and to whose account it 
placed ; but I have no doubt Mr. Newman would give you a much 
account of it than myself. 

4826. Did it appear to be a hook in which an account of the » 

paid by the purchaser and transferred to the seller, was j,j|,ker's 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE ON VOTES OF ELECTORS. 3,3 

banker’s cheque-book ; on one side the cheque was written, and on the other 
the counter part, on whose account the cheque was given. * 

4827. By whom were the cheques drawn ?— That I cannot say. 

4828. Were the books that Mr. Lofthouse produced books which showed 
that they were the parties who had conducted the transactions so far as regarded 
the transfer of the purchase-money between the parties r— Yes ; to the best of 
my recollection, the books that they produced showed the various monies that 
had passed through their hands from different parties who had purchased quali- 
fications, and the mode by which they had been paid over ; but Mr. Newman 
will be able to give you every information upon the point. 

4829. Was it, in point of fact, in the course of that registration in 1845 
admitted on all hands, that through the agency of the Anti-Corn Law League 
a large number of votes had been purchased, and that the purchase-money had 
been transferred through the agency of the Anti-Corn Law League from the 
purchasers to the sellers ’—Through the agency of Messrs. Duffield, Lofthouse 
and Whitworth, who were the accountants; I do not feel justified in saving 
that there was any direct statement that it went through the hands of thl 
Anti-Corn Law League, because that would not be the case; it went through 
the hands of certain accountants who were recognised as the accountants of the 
Anti-Corn Law League, and a great many of the deeds for the West Riding of 
Yorkshire, conferring- qualifications, were prepared, not by the purchasers’ 
solicitors, as usually the case, but prepared by Messrs. Sale and Worthington 
who were admitted and who declared themselves to be the solicitors of the 
Anti-Corn Law League. 

4830. Chairmun\ Were they also the parties who bad advertised that they 

would negotiate purchases for the purpose of obtaining votes ?— Yes • many of 
the conv^ances were prepared by Sate and Worthington, and also several by 
this Mr. Thomas Robinson. ^ 

4831. Mr. Vilticrs.'] You have not stated that these costs were paid by the 
Anti-Corn Law League? — Certainly not. 

4832. They were distinctly paid by the purchasers, as far as you know ?— 

Yes. ■ 

48,33. Therefore Messrs. Sale and Worthington acted as solicitors for the 
purchasers? — Yes. 

4834. Mr. Stuart TVortley.'\ But Messrs. Sale and Worthington were not the 
private solicitors of the parties ?— In none of those cases that I am aware of. 

4835- Mr. Viilitrs.'] Was it stated in the public newspapers that Messrs 
bale and Worthington were ready to act for the parties ?— I am not aware of that • 
but advertisements were put up at Huddersfield, that parties desirous of being 
qualified, purchasing or selling qualifications, might hear of those qualifications 
on application to Mr. Thomas Robinson, who was the agent of the Reform 
Association, or the Free Trade Association. 

4836. It was made known to everybody that those qualifications would be 
conveyed from and by certain parties?— No, they were merely to apply to those 
parties. j tr j 

4837 *_ Mr. Stuart Wortlet/.'] I believe that parties have run very high in the 
Vvest Riding of- Yorkshire for some years past ?— They have certainly. 

4838. And there have been several contests ?— Previous to 1841 several. 

4839* Would the creation of 1,400 or 1,500 votes in one year be such a 
creation as would be calculated to turn the fate of an election ?~I should think 
certainly ; I should think 1,500 votes would turn the fate of an election ; it is 
not at all unlikely, judging from the state of the register in 1841 , when an 
election tested the state of politics, and seeing the mode in which we have 
Kept the register since that 1,500 votes, either one way or the other would 
turn an election. 

4840. hinder the present state of the law, and with the assistance of a 

poweriul combination, such as the Anti-Corn Law League, or any other league 
f nature, it is possible in one year to create sucli a number of votes 

V ^ once turn an election in -a large district like the West Riding of 
Yorkshire ? — Undoubtedly it is. 

4841 . And it is not necessary that any one of those 1,500 should be resident, 
or nave any interest in the county, except a 40 ^. freehold ?— Just so. 

I« you remember the majority of Mr. Wortley over 

ora Morpeth at the last election ? — I think about 1 ,^ 0 . 

R R 4843. Then 
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4843. Then 1,500 certainly would turn it?— Yes. 

4844. Mr. Newdegate.] And those 1,500, to the best of your knowledge, you 
attribute to the exertions of the Anti-Corn Law Le^igiie 1—1 do ; and the reason 
is this, that when you look back since 1S41 upon the state of the register, I 
find that we have kept very near apace as to new claims ; in 184>2 the new claims 
put on on both sides were very nearly equal. 

4845. Do you mean by “ both sides ” the Liberal party and the Conservative 
party?— Yes; the Conservative party put on 1,822, the Liberal party 1,752. 
In 1843 the Conservative party put on 1,333, the Liberal party 1,560 ; in I844j 
the Conservative party put on 1,228, the Liberal party 1,310, making, therefore, 
within 100 or 200, the numbers equal during those years ; but in 1845 the Con- 
servative party put on 1,245, and, according to our returns, which are drawn 
out in detail, what we consider the votes of the Liberal party, that is, the sort 
of legitimate votes that had been put on in previous years by the Liberals io 
the fairway of registration, were 1,807, whilst what we consider, from the 
best information we could gain, to be put on by the League were 1,483 ; putting 
those two together, the disproportion between that and former years would be 
as 2,000 in that respect alone, which we cannot ascribe to any other cause. 

4846. Mr- VilHers.] Did I understand you to say that those persons whom 
the League are supposed to have registered were not residents in Yorkshire or 
natives of Yorkshire, and had no other property in Yorkshire ’—Many liundreds 
were put on not resident in Yorkshire ; what we call non-residents. 

4847. You know that those persons resided out of Yorkshire, and had no 
connection with the county at all ’—Certainly, from their description in their 
claims. 

4848. When you talk of the League, do you speak of the Free Trade Asso* 
ciation at Manchester, or what is it exactly when you say the League puts on 
its votes?— What is generally termed the' Anti-Corn Law League, the head of 
which is at Manchester. 

4849. Has that Anti-Corn Law League any branch in Yorkshire?— I imagine 
it has in different towns in Yorkshire ; it holds its meetings in different towns 
in Yorkshire ; they are attended by the leadem of the League in the different 
towns, and funds are subscribed in the different towns, and there are local 
committees in the different towns. 

4850. Then you have no doubt that there arc many members of tlie League 
resident in the towns of theWest Riding, and also that considerable funds have 
been contributed from the towns of Yorkshire to the League fund ?— No doubt 
of it, to a very considerable extent, if one can believe the returns in the news- 
papers published by the League themselves. 

4851. They have been parties to creating qualifications in the West Riding? 



— That I cannot say. 

4852. As members of the League? — That I cannot say ; we assume it from 
the fact of many of the conveyances being prepared by the solicitors to the 
League and from the Free Trade Association accountants taking active 
parts, and I have never heard it denied daring the wiiole progress of we 
registration. 

4853. You do not distinguish those who reside in Yorkshire from those wlie 
reside in Manciiester, if they are members of the League, and if they have 
contributed towards its expenses ? — I do not ; I consider them all as one general 
body. 

4854. Do you happen to know whether any other party, conservative w 
liberal, have created qualifications by making conveyances to persons who do 
not reside in the county ?— I do not at this moment recollect of my own know- 
ledge a single instance of the conservative party having done it. 

4855. Of their ever having put the name of a person on the register w 0 

was not a resident or native of Yorkshire ? — I do not at this moment recoUc 
any ; I have no doubt some individuals have, but I am quite clear there has bee 
no system. i, # mf 

4856. Do you know any thing at all about it ? — Yes, I know from 

having been concerned 1 1 years, and having gone the circuit of the bains 
courts for 11 years without interruption. . 

4857- Can you say that any great conservative proprietor has never p 
the register a person not a native of Yorkshire?— Certainly, I cannot say 

4858. You know nothing about it r— I know, that had it been earned 0 
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any extent at all by a splitting up of tenements, and the formation of a number 
of votes which bad been at the same time obtained, I must have known it, 
inasmuch as one-tiiird of the riding has been placed under mv own manage- 
ment during the greater part of that period. 

4859. And you have examined every claim that has been sent in to know 
where the property is derived from, and who the proprietor is ?~Certainly 
not. 

4860. Then you know nothing about the claims that are sent in on the part 
of proprietors, and on the part of the defenders of proprietors?— The claims 
are sent generally speaking to the different local agents in each district, they 
get the claims signed, and send them in on both sides. 

4861. The local agents might know something about it? — Yes, and comintr 
under my own observation, 1 see the list and the result of those claims. 

4862. But you do not inquire into any of the claims that are sent in ?— 
Certainly not. 

4863. Mr. Stuart Wortlcy,"] Do you think that any splitting of votes or 
creation of votes by the Conservative body could have existed to any extent 
without your becoming acquainted with it? — Certainly not. 

4864. You have done the best to make yourself generally acquainted with 
the nature of the votes on both sides? — Certainly. 

4865. And for H years you have acted continuously as the advocate of the 
Conservative party ? — Continuously ; I scarcely ever missed a court. 

4866. Supposing the law to remain as at present, do not you think that the 
system which has been adopted will lead to the retaliation of parties of opposite 
politics, in the creation of votes on both sides ? — That is the only way, certainly, 
in which one side can meet the present evil. 

4867. And do not you think that that would be mischievous ? — I think it 
would; because it is keeping up a great deal of party feeling, and it is in- 
creasing very materially the labour and trouble and expense of the revision of 
the West Riding. 

4868. And of the electors too? — And of the electors too; of course to 
nothing like the extent that it used to be, on account of the greater facility of 
people polling now ; a man now can poll at the place where he resides, or at 
the polling place nearest to his place of residence, in the county, and not where 
his qualification lies. 

4869. If the law remains as it is at present, any land-owner could, upon the 
system of making a conveyance to a number of individuals, and taking an 
immediate lease from them, create indefinitely almost any number of votes, 
could not he? — Certainly. 

4870. There would be nothing but the expense of the conveyance?— The 
conveyance and the lease back, or even it might be done without that ; the inode 
which has been adopted, and which of itself raises the presumption that it is 
done for the creation of votes is this, that instead of making in the cases of 
conveyance, as is usually done, a purchase of the property to the parties them- 
selves, the conveyance is made to A., or A., B. and C., and they appear on the 
face of that instrument to be the bon& fide purchasers, and they then execute 
a private declaration, by which they declare that they will stand seised to the 
use of 20 or 30 or 40 persons. 

4871. Mr. JSJtwdegate.'l Which instrument does not appear with the deed? 
—Which instrument, when they come to support the vote, must be produced ; 
but it is an equitable freehold ; it is merely an equitable estate. 

4872. Mr. Villiers.l Can that vote be sustained at law ? — It always has been 
in our revision courts. 

4873- Mr. Stuart 'Wortley.'] In the present state of the law upon the system 
adopted in 1845 in the creation of votes, any large landed proprietor choosing 
to set aside a portion of his estate to the amount of 1,000 a-year, might at 
once create 500 votes? —Certainly. 

4874. Chairman^ Without any loss to himself r — If he get the purchase- 
money. 

487,5* Mr. VilUers^ That would not be at all injurious to his estate ?— 
I should think it would be a very bad thing for his estate. 

4876. Do you think he is likely to do it ? — I have just adduced an instance 
where Messrs. Crossland, manufacturers, in the neighbourhood of Huddersfield, 
sold to 35 parties some cottages within the precincts almost of their own mills ; 
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and they, immediately on the very day that tliat conveyance was sio-ned to I 
back a lease of precisely what constituted 405. a year for the whole 35. ’ ^ 

4877. And you are afraid that the landed proprietors might do the sam 
thing with their property r — I am not afraid of it ; I have no fear, 

4878. But you are apprehensive of giving the landed interest too threat an 

influence in the county ? — No ; I am merely stating tlie fact ; I am not broachiniy 
any feeling at all ; I have no apprehension, nor the least feeling. ® 

4879. If this system of retaliation were attempted, it would give a preponde- 
rating influence to that class, would it not?— No ; there would be this difference' 
perhaps : a landed proprietor would be more reluctant than a mere manufac- 
turer to sell his estate in that way, just in the same way that a landed proprie- 
tor would not like to §ive to 1,000 persons a rent-charge of 40 5. each ■ he 
would have the power of doing it. 

4880. Mr. Newdegate.'] And under pressure he might? — And underpressure 
he might, of cpurse. 

4881. Mr. Stuart fVortkg.] Without supposing a landed proprietor to do it 
to the extent which I have suggested, of 300 voters, do not you think it is 
likely to lei.d to retaliation to a very considerable extent, at all events?— I think 
it is, and the difficulty is to remedy it ; it may lead to that, certainly. 

^ 4882. If the law remains as it is, do you see any other means by which par- 
ties can meet this evasion ?— Oh ! no ; that is the only mode by which it can 
be met, because it is impossible to suppose that in the natural course of the 
transfer of property there would be 500 or 6OO, or 1,000 legitimate purchases 
or interests made in that manner, unless for the power of voting. 

4883. Mr. C. Wood.'] Is there notan Anti-Corn Law Association in almost 
every great town in the West Riding ?— Yes, 1 think we have one at Halifax; 
and I have no doubt there is one in nearly every large town. 

4884. laking the one at Halifax, do not many of the most respectable 
people in the town belong to it? — Certainly, many highly respectable manu- 
facturers and merchants. 

4885. As far as you know, is not that the case in most of the other large 
towns ? — I think it is ; Leeds and others, 

4886. M\\ Stuart Wortley.] Do you think parties would be able to carry this 
system to the same extent, unless they had the assistance of some association of 
magnitude? — It would always involve the idea of the source from which the 
purchase-money came. 

4887. Mr. Newdegate.] In answer to a question from the Honourable 
Member for Wolverhampton, you said that you understood that these asso- 
ciations were attributable to the Manchester Association ; that they were 
branches of the Manchester Association ?— Certainly ; I never attended one of 
their meetings, but I understand so, certainly; Mancliester is admitted to be' 
the head, the Hall of Commerce, or whatever they may call it. 

4888. Mr. Stuart Wortley.] You believe that in most cases those purchases 
to wdiich you have referred, were negotiated by the solicitors and accountants 
of the Central Association ? — A great many of them were, certainly. 

4889. Mr. Villiers.] You are not in the confidence of the League ; you have 
no access to their documents, and do not know any thing about what they cio 
or do not do ?— Nothing, except that they manage their system of registration 
exceedingly ably ; the remedy is to do away with those declarations of trust; 
as long as the declarations of trust are allowed to constitute a vote that the, 
revising barrister shall admit upon the register, it is utterly impossible for any 
constituency to avoid the effects of the immense importation of votes that will 
take place. 

4890. Mr. Stuart Wortley^ Have you any reason to suppose that there were a 
greater number of fictitious votes made in the year 1845 than had been before, 
where there was no pretence for a claim ?— I think there were, certainly. 

4^91* Can you give us the number of claims that were made, and the number 
that succeeded ?— It is impossible to give the number of new claims that were 
sent in, which were established ; I can give the result upon the register » 
1 make the result upon the register, that there were removed from' it 1, hoy’ 
Conservatives. 

4892. Mr. Villicrs:] Those were votes that were on ?— And new claims also^ 
1 he register of either party never shows tlie number of new claims establisheo_; 
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it shows the number of new claims sent in, the number of objections eiven and 
the effect produced after the revision, in each district, upon the lists. ’ 

4893. Mr. Wnghtso 7 i.] Are those conveyance.^ of which you have spoken 
registered as other deeds are ?— No, that is the great objection ; if the revisino- 
barrister had said, as we, with great deference, thought he ought to have said’’ 
that those deeds should undergo the ordeal of registration in precisely the same 
way as an ordinary deed, which, by the Registration Act, is void against a 
bona fide purchaser or incumbrancer, if it is not registered within six months • 
that would completely put a stop to this species of votes; everyone of those 
conveyances w'as not registered at the time of its production. 

4894- Why are they not registered as other deeds arer~I have no doubt in 
order that they may not appear as incumbrances upon tlie property, and I do 
not know one single instance of a declaration of trust which constituted 20 or 
30 or 40 equitable freeholds, being registered. 

4895- Chab'Ttian.'l Then those are held to be good as establishing a vote, but 
they would not be held to be good as establishing an incumbrance upon the 
property r— Yes, it goes to that ; supposing a party granted one of those con- 
veyances which was not registered, and he executed a declaration of trust to 
85 people, which declaration of trust was not registered at all, and the orio-inal 
vendor died, the property would pass at the expiration of the six months to his 
heir, to the exclusion of the purchaser, and those 35 men who claimed under 
this declaration of trust, as a matter of course, would be cut off, because our 
own County Registration Act declares that all conveyances not registered in six 
months shall be void, as against a purchaser or an incumbrancer for bond fide 
consideration in the meantime ; and that will account also for the necessity of a 
great number of objections always being given, (of course the measure applies 
on both sides) to parties claiming, as they do, to be upon the list, on the ground 
of afreehold or a share ofa freehold estate, inasmuch as generally, for caution, 
before the objection is given, we have the register office searched ; we find no 
such conveyance registered ; the estate on which the parties claim is perhaps in 
the hands of the original vendor, and therefore there is negative testimony on 
the Slst of July, six months having elapsed, that no such conveyance ever 
existed. 

. 4896. Mr. C. Wood.'l Is not an unregistered deed good against the person 
granting that deed? — Against the man himself, certainly, 

4S97. Is not it good against his heir too?— I think not; I will not speak 
with certainty without referring to the Act of Parliament. 

4898. It is not good against a subsequently registered deed, but is it not 
good against the heir of the person ?— Then the heir would register the will; 
supposing the heir registered the will, and conveyed, I do not think the 
unregistered deed would be good against it ; I have tried the case in eject- 
ment; I only wish to state my impression, that the objections on both sides 
must continue to be given until it is held that in a register county those deeds 
should be registered, because it is impossible to ascertain that those men have 
any claim whatever. 

4899. Mr. Stuart Wortky.)^ You think that a system of county registration, 
with a provision that all deeds should be registered, and that no deed should 
confer a vote without registration, would tend to check this system? — Wherever 
there is a county registration, I think that the very best means for all parties 
to check the putting on of votes of this character would be to allow no vote to 
be admitted unless the instrument conferring the freehold were registered 
according to the requirements of our own County Registration Act; in that" 
case there would be general evidence, and parties then would not object. 

Mr. Edward Newman ; Examined. 

4900- Mr. C. Woodf] I believe you are a solicitor at Barnsley? — I am, 

4901* Has there been for some years past an association for the purpose of 
after the registration on the part of the Liberal party in the West 
Riding of Yorkshire?— Ever since the passing of the Reform Bill. 

4902. They have been in the habit of sending agents round to attend at the 
revising barristers’ courts ? — Every where. 

RR3 4903. Have 
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4903. Have you been one of tliose agents for some time past ?— 1 think for 

the last ten years. , 

4904. Is that an association existing still ? — It is. 

4905. Are you the legal secretary of that association ?— I am. 

4906. Is there another secretary to that association ?— Yes. 

4907. What is his name ? — Mr. Thomas Plint. 

4908. Did you attend the revision in the year 18 d-. 5 ?~I did. 

4909. I believe the objects of that association are confined to the registration 
of votes ? — It is. 

4910. And always has been so ? — And always has been. 

4911. Have they taken any part whatever in the creation of votes, or the 
purchase of votes? — None whatever.^ 

4912. Have not they always disclaimed it? — Always. 

4913. Are you aware that in the course of the last year a considerable num- 
ber of qualifications have been purchased in tlie West Riding for the purpose 
of acquiring votes ? — Certainly. 

4914. Has that been mainly through the instrumentality of solicitors in the 
riding?— It is mainly, I think, through the instrumentality of parties out of 
the riding; solicitors in the riding have been made instrumental to it after- 
wards, and have been parties to it, I have no doubt ; I will illustrate that pre- 
sently. 

4915. Have solicitors in the riding advertised that parties applying to them 
might hear of qualifications ?— Certainly ; in one instance in particular. 

4916. Is that the instance of Mr. Robinson of Huddersfield?— It is. 

4917. Are you aware that the parties have applied to, and through their 
means, become possessed of qualifications in the West Riding? — I am. 

4918. Was it avowed in the Revision Courts that the system had been 

carried on to a considerable extent? — Certainly; when I heard what was 
doing, it was at any suggestion that there should be no secrecy about those 
votes, and you will see by the mode in which they are registered that there was 
not any. _ _ ... 

4919. Do you apprehend that this has been mainly by parties in connexion 
with the Anti-Corn Law League ? — I should say wholly so. 

4920. Are you at all aware what number of the claims wliich were made in 
the year 184)5 were of this description ? — I should .say 2,000 ; I can tell you 
the number of new claims that were put in last year on the whole revision. 

4921. What were the whole number of new claims made by the Liberal party 
in the year 1845 ? — Three thousand and one. 

4922. Of every description?— Of every description. 

4923. Ml'. Newdegate.] Including those who obtained their qualification by 
extraneous influence?— All that were put in and recognized as Liberal 
voters, wiiether they put their name.s on themselves, or we put them on, m 
point of fact, all that we recognized, and marked as Liberal voters. ^ 

4924. Mr. Stuart Woi'tley.l Is that the number that were successful r— No, 

the whole put in. . . 

4925. Mr. C. Wood^ Did you appear In support of most of those claims 1 
the Revision Court ? — I did ; that is to say, one-third of them ; there were t ree 
courts, and though we professed to attend before the same revising 

the whole of the circuit, (I attended before Mr. Blanchard,) I 
the principal part of those were assigned to me ; I was sent into the court w le 
the greater number of them would be tried. 

4926. You, in fact, are the principal agent attending the Revision 

the part of the Liberal party ? — Yes ; my colleagues were my juniors, and t 
fore I took those courts. . , . 

4927. Of what description were the persons, generally 
qualification appeared to be purchased solely for the purpose 
vote?— I shall have some little difficulty in answering that, because t ey 
not come before me ; I did not see the individuals themselves. 

4928. Did not you do so in many cases?— In many cases I did. . 

4929. Did you take any pains to inquire into the circumstances of thos 
did come before you ? — I did. 

4930. What description of persons did they generally appear to be . 
an analysis of the parties who came up ; and from that it appears tna 
are about 520 who actually sustained their votes and remain on the is , 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE ON TOTES OF ELECTOHS. 



are merchants and merchants’ sons, residing out of tlie county, principally in 
Lancashire ; then, with regard to the others, though living in the neighbour- 
hood, they are men totally unconnected in any other way than bv u political 
feeling; they have no other community of feeling or interest. 

4931. Five hundred and twenty are merchants and merchants’ sons residing 
in Lancashire ? — \ es, about that number. ° 

4933. Mr. ra/iers.] What are the others ?— The others are principally small 
manufacturers ; I had an opportunity of knowing what they were from the 
cross-e.vamination that took place upon their appearing; jt wished to be 
shown that their only object in purchasing tlie property was to confer votes, 
and that there was a privity between the vendor and the purchaser which would 
bring them under the Splitting Act, and that they ought consequently all to be 
struck off; and therefore the cross-examin,ation went to show that there was 
no community of feeling between them, beyond that of a political feeling - 
they were asked particularly who Mr. So.and-so was ; who John Simpson was’ 
or whoever it happened to be, and whether he was a relation or friend, or what 
his connexion was with the next voter coming on the list, and they were 
described on that occasion, one to be a little manufacturer, another a foreman 
in a warehouse, and so on, showing that there was no connexion except politi- 
cally, but generally showing that they were men in that class of life who really 
could have raised, and did raise, the money to pay for the property in riwlit of 
which they claimed. “ 

4933. Mr. Adderlaj?i Were they Yorkshiremen ?— All Yorkshiremen, and all 
SO described upon the register. 

4934. Mr. C. Wood.'\ Were they principally persons resident in the neigh- 
bourhood, and in a respectable situation in life?— They were. 

4935. Have you with you the register of part of the West Riding of York ? 
—I have, for the Huddersfield polling district. 

4936. Do you remember the circumstances of a number of qualifications 
being purchased on the property of Mr. Shaw, and on the property of Mr. 
Crossland, of HuddersBeld?— 1 do. 

4937- you point out upon the register the voters who qualified in respect 
of those two properties? — I can; but I cannot just at this moment remember 
which bought of which, for they christened the property ; one lot was christened 
“ Bright’s iiuiidtngs,” and the other “ Cobden’s Row." 

4938. Can you read the names in respect of the two lots together? — They 
are spread over the register ; the register is alphabetical, but I will read you the 
description of one of them, which I happen now to glance at “ Hey, Benjamin, 
Tiirnbridge, near Huddersfield, freehold cottages, one undivided twentieth part 
thereof;” that will show that 20 votes were created on this lot. 

4939. What is he ? — I cannot tell you ; they are of that class which I have 
described; the residences of those 20 are all in the immediate neighbourhood. 

4940. Have you any reason to know whether those parties so acquiring 
qualifications themselves paid the purchase-money for them ?~I confess when 
1 set out I felt a little uneasy as to the mode of their becoming possessed of 
the property in respect of which they were claiming, and I took great pains, 
especially at Huddersfield and Halifax, to ascertain from the agents how that 
money was raised; and the assurance to me was, that every man found his 
own money, and that as to many of them it could be traced to their having 
sold out of the savings bank in order to get the money. 

4941. Have you any reason for thinking that in any case the funds for the 
purchase-money were not found by the individuals themselves ? — I felt 
thoroughly convinced that they were found by the individuals themselves, both 
R’om the examination of the parties when they did come up, and from the 
agents when they did not. There is another thing which served to convince 

that such was the case; a regular bill was made out to the parties, and 
each party paid a quota of the cost of the conveyance ; and I observed to the 
solicitor that he had made an exceedingly good thing of tr, as in one case the 
property was conveyed in fiftieth parts, and he got a sovereign from each of 
the parties for their quota of the conveyance ; each contributed a sovereign 
towards the expenses of that conveyance ; but they got their conveyance for a 
sovereign which would have cost them seven or eight if it had been in severalty. 

4942. Are you aware whether there were agents in other towns engaged in 
the same manner as Mr.* Robinson was at Hucldersfiehl ? — The agents in some 
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of the other large towns acted precisely as Mr. Robinson did (save as toadver 
tizing), but, generally speaking, they acted leas in concert with other parties 
than Mr. Robinson ; I think they did the .same thing without consiexion with 
anybody 

4943. Clmh'man^ As a speculation of their own ?— As a .speculation of their 
own ; they heard that Mr. Robinson was making these arrangements; and in 
Barnsley I know one instance were a quantity of cottag'es were put up and 
were conveyed to seven, and I think nobody but the solicitor himself and the 
purchasers had any thing to do with it ; he said, “ If yon take these cottages 
they will confer seven votes, and I will make you a conveyance of them for so 
much,” and they were conveyed accordingly. 

4944. Mr. C. TFood] Were those agents in any w'ay whatever appointed for 
or employed by tV.e Liberal Association for the registration of voters in the 
West Riding? — They were the agents of the Liboi-al Association. 

4945. Is Mr. Robinson the agent of the Liberal Association? — Yes ‘be 
has been so for the last four years; and the parties, I have no doubt, applied 
to him on that account; his being the agent of the Liberal Association I have 
no doubt was the reason why'he was put forward. 

4946. He advertised? — He advertised, but it was not done by my direction 
in any way ; and 1 think some other of the Liberal agents acted in the same way. 

4947. It appears that you stated in one of the revising barristers’ courts that 
the sum of 98,000/. had passed ibrough the hands of the League accoumauts 
for the purchase of votes in the West Riding of Yorkshire, South Lancashire 
and North Cheshire? — I could not state that on iny own knowledge. 

4948. It appears that you so stated in the court at Otiey ? — It would be on 
the authority of Mr. Worthington ; I have no doubt that was the case; there 
was the accountant there, who, I believe, showed a book to prove that that had 
been the case; I forget the precise sum, but it was a very large one. 

4949. You have no knowledge of it yourself, except what he stated?— Noue 
whatever ; it was the accountant tliat came forward, through w'liose hands this 
had been transmitted, and paid over by the different purchasers; 1 have no know, 
ledge of it whatever myself. 

4950. Mr. NtwdegaiQ.'l V/hat was the accountant’s name: — Loftliouse, I 
think, was the name. 

4951. Did you understand that this accountant was an accountant, not for 
the Anti-Corn Law League, but connected with the Anti-Corn Law League?— 
He was connected with the Anti-Corn Law League, 1 have no doubt. 

4952. And so appeared ? — And .so appeared ; but the whole of this money 
was received from the purchasers, not from the Anti-Corn Law League, and he 
had a ledger account with every purchaser ; he showed his ledger to the 
revising barrister. 

4953' T^ood.] He, I suppose, appeared as a witness to substantiate 

some oftimse conveyances of proj)erty ? — Pie came there to prove that the pur- 
chase was hondjide, and that the purchase-money had been, through him, paid 
to the vendor. 

4954. Mr. Villiers^ Did the barrister require it r —Pie did in several in* 
stances ; there was a batch or two thrown overboard for want of that proof. 
In another instance there was a batch, I think, of 30 struck out, because as 
the barrister said, there was a certain degree of suspicion attached to the 
conveyance ; that it was merely done for a purpose, and was not a bon& 
transaction, inasmuch as it was in the hands of the solicitor who had prepared 
it, unexpected by the purchasers, and had never been registered, although io 
a register county. 

4955. I suppose it happens each year, does not it, that some cases of tbs 
kind occur before the barristers, that a doubt arises upon the validity of the 
deed, or upon the validity of the vote ? — No ; 1 think it was never so when the 
deeds were produced before; suspicion was never thrown upon them, nor 
attempted to be thrown upon them. 

4956. Do you know where those claims came from which you said 
bad ? — They came from the parties themselves, or the attorneys who prepared 
tlif; conveyances. 

4957- You spoke of a batch of votes that were thrown over, because there 
was some suspicion attaching to tiie conveyance of them ; where was the 
property situate ?— T he property was situate in Bradford. , 
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4958, Where did the claimants live i— In the neighbourhood of Bradford, 

4959* Were those qualification all conferred by one person upon those 30 
claimants ? — Yes. 

4960. It was held that he had reserved the interest in the property, and had 
not bond fide passed it to those purchasers? — The court held that ; I asked for 
a case upon it, but the Court said, ‘*No! we determine the case upon facts, 
and will not give you a case.” 

4961-2. How many did that amount to altogether?— During the last revision, 

I should think we lost in that manner from 400 to 500, all of which will be 
placed on the register next year ; the deeds will be registered, and they will 
come forward in a ho 7 id fide manner. 

4963. It was a technical objection ?— It was a technical objection. 

4964. And fatal to the vote this year?-* Yes. 

4965. Mr. Stuart Worttey.] I understand you to say that it was not a tech- 
nical objection, but that the barrister suspected it was not a bond fide transac- 
tion, because the deed was not registered?— Yes. 

4966. Mr. Villiers.'] They will all be established next year ?— Not the slightest 

doubt of it. 

4967. All those votes? — Yes ; there was no fraud in any of them beyond the 
fact, that the attorney for the purchasers thought it was not necessary’ (nor is 
it necessary) to register a deed in order to give a vote. 

4968. Mr. C. Wood.] What were the total number of new claims made by 
the Liberals in the year 1845 r— Three thousand and one. 

4969. Do you remember how many of those were objected to ? — Two 
thousand and twenty-four. 

4970. How many of those 2,024 objections were sustained ?— Four hundred 
and eight. 

4971. How many new claims were made on the Conservative side? — One 
tliousand and ninety-three. 

4972. How many of those were objected to ? — Four hundred and forty-two. 

4973. How many of those 442 objections were sustained ? — One hundred 
and eighty-two. 

4974. Have you the proportions? — Yes. 

4975. What proportion of the new claims on the Liberal side were objected 
to by the Tories ? — The Tories objected to two-thirds of the new claims. 

4976. What proportion of new claims did the Liberal party object to ? — The 
figures I gave just now will make it two-fifths. 

4977. What proportion of their objections did they sustain? — The Tories 
sustained about one-fifth of their objections. 

4978. What proportion did the Whigs sustain?— Plus two-fifths. 

4979. Would the difference between those figures give the proportion of new 
claims on both sides which were established? — Yes. 

4980. Chairman.] What proportion of those new claims which were so ques- 
tioned by the Tories, were of this new class that had not appeared before in the 
county r — They objected to 2,024, that was upon the new claims generally. 

4981. What proportion of those were claims of this new class? — 1 should 
think more than four-fifths of them were against these parties. 

4982. Therefore a decision in favour of this class of claims would naturally 
have governed a very large proportion of the whole objections 1 — Decidedly ; 
it would have been, I think, a very fair objection, if they had objected to every 
one of them ; it was a moot point at that time, and they would have done very 
right, I think, to have objected to them all. 

4983. Mr. C. Wood^ Upon the point of objections, what number of objections 
were made on the two sides at the last registration ; what number of objections 
were made by the Liberal party? — Two thousand seven hundredandsixty- 
fiveby the Liberals, and 2,175 by the Tories? 

4984. What was the total gain on the Liberal side by way of objections ? — ■ 
The Liberal gain on objections this year was 289. 

49S5. Do you remember whether we lost or gained on objections the preceding 
year? — think we lost 40 odd. i. j 

4986. What gain do you claim on new claims this year?— One thousand 
eight hundred and fifty-three on new claims this year. 

4987. Mr. Stuart Worthy.] I think you said there wei’e about 2,000 of these 
splitting votes made? — Made, but not sustained; I should say at least ^000 
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were made last year ; there were a great number struck off in the way I hare 
mentioned before. 

4988. About what number were sustained ? — Tliat 1 cannot tell. 

498<). About 1,500 ? — I cannot get at those figures. 

499b. Mr. Villicrs.] Can you state that those 2,000 votes were all made by 
splitting property, for the purpose of creating tlunu? — I should tliiuk2oob 
were; taking round figures, I have no doubt 2,000 new claims were last year 
created by splitting pi-operty for the purpose of making votes; there were that 
number of claims put in, but not quite so many sustained ; but I have not the 
least doubt 2,000 were manufactured for the purpose of creating votes. 

4991. That is to say, people purchased fu'oporty for the purpose of obtaicintr 

a vote ? — They did fur the West Hiding. ” 

4992. Mr, Adderkj/.'] In speaking of 2,000, you iikuui votes made by the 
League body? — I do not say they were made by tho League; l)ut they were 
instigated by tire League. 

4993. Chairman.'} And assisted and facilitated by tin; League?— No, not 
facilitated beyond advice ; by advances 1 do not believe a lartliiiig. 

4904. Mr. Adderlej/.] In speaking of 2,000, you mean exclusive of the agency 
of the old Whig party in the county ? — There were some made by the agency 
of the old Whig party, but then they were made perhaps in batches of four or 
five, not more than that. 

4995. Mr. Wriyhtso 7 i.] In the same way as in other years? — In other years 
there were some ; the making of votes by splitting property was by no means 
a new thing. 

4996. Mr. Newdeyate.} Sut the extent is new ? — The extent is new; I could 
refer to the persons in the Leeds district; I made a selection the other day; 
there existed before that time 550 sjfiit votes in the Leeds district. 

4997- Mr. Stuart Worthy.} Not created for the purpose of making votes?— 
No, but they have been bought for the purpose since. 

4998. Are those the cases of joint owners of mills, ?— No ; I will give you 
the heads; there are in the Leeds central market 23 votits; of course the market 
was not built for the purpose of votes, but they have now got into the hands of 
parties by whom they Iiave been purchase<l, and arc now lield expressly for 
the purpose of conferring votes, l)ccause they do not clumgr! hands ; and it is a 
bit of property which is kept for tho vote. In the south-market tliere were 
75 votes; in the Commercial-buildings, 27; in the Aire and Calder Navi^- 
tion, 10 ; those are in the nature of split votes ; the L(*cdH Baths, 10 ; the Philo- 
sophical Hall, 14; the Music Hall, 2 ; pews in tin*, churches (they are then 
bought up for the purpose of giving votes), 32 ; incumbents 10. 

4999. Chairman^ Ai-e they split ? — Yes, the revenues of these incumbencies 
are in some instances issuable out of the same pi'operty. 

5000. Mr. Nexi'dcgatc.\ You do not mean to include those under the head of 
split votes ?— Decidedly; the same property gives two votes. 

5001 . Chairman.'] Is the property acquired for the purpose of obtaining votes? 
— Certainly not. 

5002. Mr. Stuart 'Wortley.] In none of the cases which you have mentioned 
has the property been conveyed for that purpose, but the property being con- 
veyed for other purposes, persons have taken advantage of it, and obtained 
shares ? — Certainly. 

5003. Chairman.] In the case of incumbencies people do not accept the in- 
cumbencies to get votes ?—No; but if ohe property is not to confer two votes 
then those those ten incumbents would be in the same position as a man taking, 
his property either in joint tenancy or tenancy in common. There were in the 
Leeds district also 309 other cases of joint estates ; where two or three parties held 
an interest in, and claimed to vote in respect of the same property That is, 
there were 309 other individuals who held property either as joint tenants or as 
tenants in common. 

5004. Chairman.] Are those shares in various societies and halls in the hands 

of parties who have no other claim to vote for the county than the possession 0 
those shares ?— -I dare say they arc held in some measure by parties who have 
other property, but they hold those because they are property which they can 
have 1^0 occasion to transfer or sell, and because the possession and value are 
easy of proof; the book-keeper comes up and proves the whole quahnea- 
tions if they are objected to. „ . 

500.5. 
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5005. But they are not properties acquired for the purpose of giving to par- 
ties votes who would not otherwise have them ? — Many of them are. 

5006. But would you infer that those which you enumerated are so treated ? 
—Not all of them ; many of them I know this year were transferred to parties 
who had no other qualification ; in fact, merchants in Lancashire bought up 
these shares in Leeds, for the purpose of having a vote for West Yorkshire. 

5007. Mr. Villiers.'] You have been long resident in the county of York ? — 
All my life, I may say. 

5008. How long have you been attending to the registration *? — About ten 
years. 

5009* And you have not the slightest doubt that this system of creating votes 
by splitting property is of old standing in the county of York ? — No doubt 
about it in that particular way. I do not think there were many properties 
bought and divided in that manner before last year. 

5010. l^otbondjide before last year ? — Not at all; Ido not think they were 
bought at all. 

50H. Not bought at all before last year? — No; and split up for that purpose 
— for the mere purpose of votes. 

5012. Blit do you believe that properties were conveyed for the purpose of 
conferring votes before the last year? — I know that many of those shares were 
bought for this purpose in the Sheffield district ; in the cemeter}^, for instance, 
they were bought especially for that purpose. 

5013. Mr. Stuart Worthy^ But the property was not originally conveyed for 
that purpose ? — Certainly not. 

5014. Or split up for that purpose ? — Certainly not. 

5015. The property was divided into shares; and being so divided for the 
conveyance of the property itself, parties took advantage of it to buy them for 
the purpose of obtaining votes? — Yes. 

5016. Mr. Villiers.'] Did I understand you to say that you knew nothing of 
die connexion of the League with this creation of votes? — I am quite satisfied 
that they were connected with it ; I have no doubt about it at all. 

5017. From general report? — From general report, and from the information 
of the parties who made them. 

5018. You know nothing about it yourself? — Not at all; I never had any 
communication with them in any way whatever. 

5019. When you speak of the League instigating this creation of votes, you 
speak from hearsay? — I speak from Mr. Robinson, who made the votes, and 
furnished information to the parties ; and I have no doubt the actual form of 
the conveyance was settled and sent to him by the League. I have no doubt 
but that it was settled by counsel at the instigation of the League, and paid 
for by the League, and then that the draft form was sent to Mr. Robinson, in 
order to make those votes good. 

5020. But you know nothing at all about it yourself? — I believe Mr. 
Robinson told me ; I have no doubt of it. 

5021. But you do not know it yourself? — Not at all. 

5022. Mr. C. Wood.] Is not there an Anti*Corn. Law Association in almost 
every large town of the W^est Riding? — Yes. 

5023. Are not the greater part of the manufacturers, holding liberal polities, 
members of the League ? — All of them ; I do not know any of them that 
are not. 

5024. Mr. Adderley.] You do not know of any association in Yorkshire inde- 
pendent of the Manchester Central Association ? — I do not know how far the 
ramifications of this society extend; I have no doubt all those merchants that 
belong to the Liberal association, and who have subscribed their money, have 
Bent it to Manchester. 

5025. Mr. Stmrt Worthy.] In point of fact, a great many of the conveyances 
were proved by the solicitors for the Central Association ?— Made and proved. 

5026. And the payment of the purchase-money was proved by the central 
accountants, Messrs. Lofthouse and Company, of Manchester ? — No doubt 
about it. 

5027. Chairman.] There was no disguise about it, in short ? — None whatever; 
in fact, when 1 heard that they were making these votes, I suggested to Mr. 
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Robinson that if they did make them they should ear-mark them in such 
manner so that there should be no dispute about them whatever. ^ 

5028. Mr. Sluart Wortley.'] Did not they produce a soit of scrip?— Yes 

5029. What was the nature of that document? — It was in Mr. Crossland’ 
case. The nature of the transaction was just this ; the parties bought the nr * 

perty, — I cannot remember the figures, but say it was for 2,000 that 2 000*/ 

split up, gave, we will say, to 30 individuals 40.s. a year each. Then Mr' 
Crossland took again of those parties a lease of the property, leaving to each 
individual about three or four and forty shillings a year, and he handed a pieceof 
paper in the shape of scrip to each purchaser, and said, “Now, if you will callunon 
me at any time at the end of a year, I will pay you the rent,” and he pays them 
the rent in that manner. ^ 

.5030. And that scrip was furnished fi-om Manchester, was notit?— No I 
think it was Mr. Robinson’s own contrivance. ’ 

5031. Chairman:] Would that be a saleable document?— Certainly not 

because they must part with the freehold. The scrip was of no use beyond a 
certificate of the ownership ; if my recollection serve me rightly, that propertv 
cost 1,900?. c r 3 

5032. Mr. Stuart Wortley.] In the case of Mr. Crossland, was the property 
that was conveyed the property immediately around his manufactoryr— It 
was. 

5033. The cottages of his workmen, was not it?— If you read the case Alex- 
ander V. Newman, the whole facts are there detailed, and went before the Judges. 

_ 5034. Not what I am inquiring ; W'as not it the property immediately around 
his manufactory ?— It was. ■' 

3035. Consisting of the cottages of some of his workmen?— The cottaees 

they lived in. ® 

3036. Were any of the voters who took a conveyance of that property them- 
selves workmen, living ill those cottages?— I really cannot remember the fact; 
but if it were so in that particular instance, it is stated in tlie case ; I wished it 
to go before the court on the strongest possible admissions, and I rather incline 
to think that it was an admitted fact that some of tlic purchasers were workmen 
of Mr. Crossland. 

5037- If so in point of fact, was not it ? — ’If it is not admitted upon that 
case that it was not the fact, because I was pnrt.ioulurly anxious that that case 
should go before tlie court as strongly against myself as it possibly could ; and 
if that were a fact, it is admitted in that case ; and if it were the fact in any 
instance, for the sake of ai-gumeiit it M'as admitted in that case; I believe it 
was admitted in that cEtse that they were his own workmen. 

,5038. Were not they, in point of fact, some of them his own workmen?— If 
you can make the distinction which I wish yon to do ; I believe they were his 
workmen; I believe it was so admitted; but if it was not so admitted, the 
lact was not so or it could not be got at. 

5039’ Supposing it had been so in that case, is that the only case which you 
know of parties conveying- to tlicir own workmen ? — I do not think my inquiry 
went to that ; 1 neither say that it was not so, nor that it was so. 

Chairman.] Would his workmen be dcsciibed as wool-sorters? — No, 
they are not described at all upon the register by their trades. 

5041* But would they be called in that way ; would “ wool-sorters” describe 
them . The only way in which I could answer that would be by looking at 
the conveyance ; they would be described there by their callings and pro- 
fessions. 



5042. Supposing you wished to describe workmen in his manufactory, would 
^ey be put down as wool-sorters, wmuld that be the business they were about ?- 
They would be wool-sorters, and combers, and slubbers, as the case might be; 
1 forget what trade Mr. Cropland carries on. 

5043- And mechanics?— No, they would not be described as mechanics. 

5^44- Mr. Villic7's.] Do you know any of the proceedings of Protection 
bocieties or Conservative Societies, or whatever they are called ? — I know a great 
many rent-charges were created by conveyance, sometimes from fathers to sons 
and those kind of things; I know that Protectionist landlords have almost 
throughout the West Riding split up their lettings into as many 50/. holdings 
fu • J home are almost to a man, on coming of age, booked with 

their lathers as joint tenants; these votes are now generally supported by 
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agent for the landlord ; this prevents an unpleasant examination ; the young men 
on coming up were in the habit of telling- too much ; they not unfrequently 
described themselves as “ tt 7 iants for voting f which proved fatal to their claims. 

5045. As regards servants, did it take place to a great extent? — I know 
of none except one case, and that was done by myself ; I made some votes 
upon Earl Filzwilliam’s estate; there were a few of his old servants who had 
annuities, and they had granted to them rent-charges issuing out of the property ; 
and in order to distinguish them, they were granted, and so described in the 
Rotherham Poll-book as rent-charges issuing out of Wentworth-house. 

5046. What were those people described as, labourers, servants or gardeners ? 
—I described them as yeomen, for they were not then his Lordsliips servants; 
they had been all servants, and were superannuated. 

5047. But the same kind of qualification would have been good for a footman, 
would not it, if a gentleman had been minded to qualify his footman ? — Yes ; but 
if his footman left him, he would take it with him. 

5048. If he let him have the deed ? — ^These men had their deeds ; I handed 
over to them every one of the deeds, and they have them at this moment. 

5049. Those servants have now all their deeds ? — Certainly ; as soon as it was 
executed, I registered the deed, and handed it to them. 

5050. You do not know to what extent this is practised in the county of 
York, do you ? — To a very limited extent. 

505 1 . As far as you know ? — And if it were so I should know ; it could not 
have been done in the West Riding witliout my knowledge. 

5052. You know the persons objected to on the register ? — Every one of them 
passes under my notice. 

5053. That is, you know them when they are objected to ? — And when they 
put in their claims. 

5054. And if the qualification is not good, you object to it ; and if it is good, 
vou press if? — If we think the qualification a bad one, we object to it; and if we 
?eel generally that it is good, we do not object to it. 

5055. Do you think that the vote bestowed upon Lord FitzwilHam’s servant, 
which you mentioned just now, was not a bad one 1 — I consider that as good a 
vote as any in Yorkshire. 

5056. You do not object to it r — My opponents do not. 

50.57. Chairman.'] It is an independent qualification ? — As much so as it can 
possibly be. 

5958. Mr. Stuart 'Wortley.'] I understand it to be a case of this description, 
where a man has been of long service enough to entitle him to a pension from 
his master, and his master pays him annually a pension for the rest of his life ? 
-Yes. 

5059. And then, by your suggestion, it is put Into that shape, that there is 
that amount of money payable out of his master’s estate ? — Exactly so ; I think 
there were some 4h or 5h, some lOZ., some 15 l. and some as high as 20^.; and 
he has secured it to them against all contingencies, deaths or any thing else ; 
those men are as safe of their money as if they had a mortgage upon his 
estate. 

5060. That, you say, has been done to a very small extent ? — Very small. 

5061. In fact, up to the year 1845, there has been nothing like a system of 
the creation of votes ?— This was before 1845. 

5062. Up to 1845, there had been nothing like a system of creating votes 
on either side ? — Certainly not. 

5063. Mr. Villiers.] You had not watched the register of Yorkshire before 

the year 1845? — Ves, I had watched it as narrowly as a register possibly 
could be watched. , t 

5064. Mr. Stuart Wortley.] I understood you to say, that the Liberal Asso- 

ciation to which you are Secretary discountenanced the creation of votes ? — 
They did. ci t • 

5065. Do not you think that a very slight extension of the Splitting Act 
Wild prevent conveyances being granted for the mere purpose of making 
vot^ ? — No law can prevent the making of votes ; I could make quite as many 
Unsplit votes as I could make split votes ; I defy the Legislature to prevent my 
carving good votes out of small properties, because, if I were not allowed to 
split cottages, I should take a large field and split it up into gardens, and convey 
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ances. 

5S May 1846. 5066. yiwVillicrs.'] That is one of the consequences of making property a 

qualification for voting ? — Exactly. 

5067. If you did away with that, you could do away with the abuse ofit- if 
you did away with the property qualification, you would do away with the 
abuse of it ? — If you did away with the qualification, then the abuse would eo 
with it. 

5068. Mr. Stuart Wortley.'\ You said you believed that in Mr. Crosslaud’s 
case some of the purcliascrs were the persons cinploycul by Mr. Crossland 
himself? — 1 incline to think it was so. If it is not so statiul on the case, it was 
not so ; if it is on the case, it was so. 

5069. Chah-man^ You said that if it did not appear upon the case, it wasbe- 

cause yon could not ascertain such to la; the fact? — If it is not stated and ad- 
mitted on the case, it was not the fact. 

.5070. Mr. Stuart Worlley.'\ Are you aware whether, in the case of the 1,500 
votes that you have spoken of, there were conveyances from the master manu- 
facturers to some of their workmen 1 —I am not clear upon that, but I incline to 
think it was so; and I think if it had been so, even in any other case, thougli 
in Mr. Crossland’s case it had not been so, we sliouid have admitted the fact. I 
think we should have jumped over the fact, and admitted it in that case. 

5071. Qiairman^ For the purpose of getting the clearest decision upon the 
principle which could be obtained? — Yes; and witli as strong an impression 
against ourselves as wo possibly could. 

5072. Mr. Stuart Woriky.'] Have you reason to believe tlmt in any case tbe 
money was advanced to the purchaser; I do not mean by the Anti-*Corii Law 
League? — I most sincerely believe nor, in any one. 

5073. Would there be any difficulty iu a maimfaeturor advancing to his men 
sufficient money to make a pretended purchase of liis own cottage, and retaiumg 
the interest of that money out of tlieir wages? — 1 should sec no objection 
to Ills advancing a portion of the ]mrclmse-money. 

5074. It would be easily doue, would not it ? — No (lou]>t a])out it; butstil! 
that man must liuve a clear 40.S'. over and above; tiui interest h(; ])aid. I think 
there is no manufaetiircr in Yorkshire who would venture to advance the 'whole 
purchase-money. 

5075. Mr. Viliiers!\ You never heard of it? — Never; and 1 think it a very 
dangerous thing. 

5076. Mx, Stuart Wortley^ According to tin; evidence wc Imve had, he signed 
the conveyance retaining the interest ? — But tlic man would become entitled to 
his cottage on the execution of the convoyance. 

5077. How would the manufacturer he in any danger?— I hardly understand 
how it is to be doue. If a man conveys a cottage, lie must have a mortgage 
back to entitle Iiim to any interest iu it. 

5078. Supposing there are no impediments in the creation of votes further 
than at present exist, and the case of a master manufacturer, liaving some 40 or 50 
workmen living in cottages, as is very common, in the immediate vicinity of 
his manufactory, making conveyances to them of those cottages, himself as land- 
lord, and advancing money to them to enable them to hand it over to him, and 
then making himself safe for the interest of tliat money as long as the property 
is in their hands, by retaining the interest out of their wages ? — Do you think 
there is a manufacturer in Yorkshire who would do sucli a thing? 

5079. What danger would be incurred? — Suijposc the purchaser becomein- 
solvent, he has an absolute conveyance, the manufacturer has parted with the 
freehold in the first instance, and ho would have to got, it back again; he would 
be a mere equitable mortgagee. 

5080. Did not Mr. Crosslaiid part with the freehold ? — Certainly. 

5081. And what more danger would there bo in the ease which I pnt 

instance of Mr. Crossland, he received the money, and put it into his poch^ . 
but suppose a manufacturer conveys 20 or 30 cottages to 20 or 30 men, he ^ 
mere equitable mortgagee, by holding the deeds ; and if ho wants to sell tlia 
property, or to avail himself of it in any other way to raise money, he has no 
the fee in him to do it. ' „ 

5082. Neither had he in Mr. Crossland’s case, had he ?-No; but heactuaUy 

got the money. „ , 

5083. But 
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5083. But in both cases he retains the possession of the property, because 
he takes a lease from the men? — Yes; but he parted with fee and deeds and 
became bound by covenant to pay the rent. 

5084. What is the danger which you contemplate, the workman being in- 
solvent? — Yes; or the manufacturer wanting to raise money upon his property 
which he has sold, and has no title to. Supposing I have conveyed my property 
to a man in that way, I receive my own money back, and all 1 get is the mere 
eonveyance back again into my own possession, making me an equitable mort- 
gagee of my owu property. 

5085. As it is at present, they let their cottages to their workmen, do not 
they ? — That I do not know ; most likely they do. 

5086. And they secure themselves the rent by withholding it out of the 
wages, if necessary ? — That is, I have no doubt, carried to some extent ; but they 
cannot even retain the rent out of the wages without a -written agreement. But 
a man selling his property, and paying for it himself, parts with the fee. 

5087. Mr. Neivdegate.^ The case supposed is this, that a man conveys to his 
■workman the title of his cottage? — Yes. 

5088. Having lent the money to be the consideration to that workman? — 
Yes. 

5089. Supposing he retained a bond from that man to the full amount of the 
consideration?— That would not be an incumbrance ; it would not affect his 
vote ; it would form no ingredient ; but I am sure it would not be done in 
Yorkshire ; no man would convey a freehold to another, and take his bond for 
the whole of the purchase-money ; I never heard of such a thing. 

5090. Mr. Sticart Wortley ] Is it not common to lend the money to the pur- 
chasers r— Not the whole of it. 

5091. Mr. C. Wood.] Not on bond? — No, nor on mortgage for the whole 
amount. 

5og2.- — Have you seen some suggestions which Mr. Baxter laid before the 
Committee on Tuesday last? — I have; they were framed by us jointly. 

5093. Were they the result of communication between yourself, Mr. Baxter, 
Mr. Alexandex and other agents ? — They were. 

Soyq. Do you, upon the whole, concur with them? — I do, except with regard 
to the working department of the deposit money ; I have some difficulty about 
that; I feel that it is an exceedingly good thing in theory; but the practical 
part of it, I think, will render the revision court, a kind of betting-room. 

5095. The first suggestion I believe is, that all parties shall be compelled to 
prove their qualification before they are put upon the register? — Yes, I think 
tiiat a most admirable regulation. 

5ogG. Chairman.] And that their votes can be questioned without notice?— 
Exactly so. 

5097. Mr. C. Wood.] That you entirely concur in? — Quite. 

5098. The second suggestion is, that each objector shall deposit 2^. Qd. with 
the overseer ? — Yes ; L quite agree -with the deposit part. I think there should 
be some way of depositing, but there is the difficulty of distributing it afterwards. 
Perhaps, on the whole, it might be counterbalanced by the depositing ; the 
distributing might be got over in some way — I hope it may. 

5099. Mr. Adderley.] You agree to the amount of 2 ^. 6 d. ?--Yes. 

5100. Mr. C. Wood.] Have you any doubt as to the amount?— None at all. 

5101. Do YOU think, upon the whole, that 2^. Qd, would be the best? I think 
it would. 

5102. Do you see any objection to its being 55.?—! think there is an ob- 
jection to its being more than 2i‘. 6 d. 

5103. What is the objection ?— It would prevent many poor people making 

their claims at all. . j • i, 

5104. This applies to objections, that every objector shall deposit 2 s. 6d. with 
the overseer on each notice of objection? — Two shillings and sixpence seems to 

quite enough, but I think 2 s. 6 d. will have an effect which the Legislature 
D-ever contemplated. 

5105. Namely, what? — That it will prevent any individual making an 

objection. 

5106. Do you think the result will he, that all objections will be made by 

associated bodies ? — No doubt about it. n • j- 

5107. You think even such a sum as 2 s. od. will be a check upon ail 
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vidual olbjections ? — Yes ; there are other reasons wljy individual objections 'll 
die away; first, they must be made in your own immediate vicinity, beca* 
you cannot have the local information at a distance, and the servino- of obiectr*^ 
creates unfriendly feelings. I originally signed the objections for the Barn 
district, and it brought upon me some considerable odium ; I have since, once^*^ 
twice, signed the objections for the whole West Riding of tlie county of Yoji 
and I believe now, Iiaving gone ten years the circuit, that I have no unfriendl’ 
feeling against me throughout the West Riding on account of having sivni 
those objections. ® 

5108. Chairmai}.'] It has been considered in discharge of a general duty anj 
not acting upon any personal feelings of your own? — Just so. 

5109. Mr. C. ^ood'] You are in favour of the system of what is called the 
general objector? — Yes. 

5110. Mr. Adderley.] Then if objections are to he made by associations what 

is your objection to a 5 s. deposit? — I care very little whether it is 2s. 8d. or sj ■ 
I tiiink it will make very little difference. ' 

51 n . Ckair)na 7 i.'\ Would not 5s. more encourage persons to come forwardand 
sustain their votes, at some inconvenience, perhaps ; persons in the middle classof 
life; when the result would be very fairly equivalent to tlie inconvenience to 
which they were put ? — I think that is a suggestion worthy of consideration' 
I think it might. 

5112. It would not prevent associated bodies from making the objections, and 
you look mainly to them at any rate ; but it would give more encourao-ement to 
parties objected to, to come forward and sustain those votes which were unneces- 
sarily impeached ? — I think it might ; it is a suggestion that did not occur to 
us, and might have a good effect. 

5113. And you would allow this 5 s. to abide the issue of the barrister’s decision 
w'ithout its being debated whether it was more or less than the reimbursement 
of the expenses incurred? — Not to allow any discretion? 

5114. Yes ? — Certainly, by all means ; avoid a discretion to the revising bar- 
rister, because it is a most embarrassing tiling upon the revisions. 

5115. To a rich man, or a man in business, you hardly can perhaps award 
sufficient compensation in reality ?— To a professional man, or a gentleman from 
a considerable distance, you cannot. 

3116. But to a person of moderate means, residing in the neighbourhood, it 
would be rather an encouragement for him to come forward and sustain hU vote ?- 
Yes, nine-tenths of them are parties residing in the neighbourhood ; the revision 
takes place wdthin four or five miles of their residence, and often on market- 
days ; so that I think it is quite sufficient for any party. 

5117. Mr. Newdegate.] Then do I understand thatin case of a vexatious objec- 
tion, you would preclude the barrister from giving higher costs?— I do not 
understand vexatious objections. 

51 1 8. Chairman.'] You do not know liow to define a vexatious objectior?— 
I do not. 

5119. Mr. Newdegate^ Define a vexatious ohjeetion as an objection the 
grounds of which, if proved, cannot lead to the disqualification of the voter 
against whom it is directed ?— I do not understand that ; then it is no objection 
at all; no objection exists. 

5120. Does the fact of its being no objection preclude a notice of objw^oa 
being served? — No ; I could serve an objection upon every voter in.the ridiBgi 
if I pleased. 

5121. To preclude that practice, do you not think it advisable to enable the 
barrister to give larger costs than those which could be defined 'withip tio 
Itmits of a fixed amount? — No ; what I consider a truly vexatious objection h 
this, that 3^ou object to a man who you know for a certainty will be out of the 
country ; in a case of that kind, I should ask a great nunilicr of questions that 
would let down the objector, whoever made the objection, as easily as possible; 
if it came within my knowledge, I should contrive a number of questions that 
would let him down. 

5121.* But supposing that your suggestion for letting the objector down were 

not held valid by the barrister, would you preclude the barrister from giving exto 

costs against him ? — I certainly would, because every objection that is made 
may be termed a frivolous objection if it is not sustained from any slight nns- 
information, every possible objection that fails is equally frivolous; there ar® 
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many parties objected to owing to the very great difference of opinion in 
the minds of the ageiits ; they hold a different law, and they make a great 
many objections according to the cases that have been decided, and when they 
come into court the barrister takes quite a contrary view of them ; in one case 
it was decided, at least there was a very strong dictum of the Judges (the case 
of Eckersley v. Barker), that a man, if he could not give a better” description, 
should in every instance give the name of the tenant. Confining ourselves last 
year to those who had registered themselves since the passing of the Regis- 
tration Act, not going beyond that, we made some 400 or 500 objections ; we 
made those objections clearly on the dictum of Lord Chief Justice Tindal, and 
when we went into court the barristers held that it was not a tenable objection, 
and in more than one case they gave costs against us. 

5122. Mr. C. Wood.] Had not the barristers in previous years decided the 
other way ? — Certainly. 

51 '.:3. 'Mv. Newdegate.] But supposing that the law shall be so drawn as to 
simplify the process in the Revision Courts, and render the decisions of the 
barristers more similar to each other by limiting their discretion ; in that case 
are you prepared to admit no difference between an objection upon the merits, 
and an objection to some misdescription which could not invalidate the claim of 
the voter if allowed r — 1 still should adhere to the principle, that the barrister is 
better without a discretion. 

5124. You would then limit the discretion of the barrister ?— In the case of 
costs 1 would allow of none. 

5125. Would you further limit the discretion of the barrister ?— Further than 
what, may I ask ? 

5126. Would you further limit the discretion of the barrister in defining a 
ve.xatious objection? — I think that he should have nothing to do but to decide 
the fact, and that the costs should abide the event; that is what I mean. 

5127. Chamjian.] The costs should abide the event of the objection bein«- 
held good or bad, without reference being made to the grounds of the decision” 
— Decidedly. 

5128. Mr. Newedgate."] Then do you think it advisable to have the grounds 
upon which the objection shall succeed more strictly defined than at present ? — 

I cannot conceive any mode of defining them, unless you stated your grounds of 
objection in your notice of objection, if you could hit upon some plan of doing 
that, the business of the courts might be simplified, but I think would be a very 
difficult business. 

5129. Might you not limit the barrister to the grounds which should be con- 
sidered good?— No, I do not see how it is possible; unless by limiting the 
grounds of objection altogether. 

^ 5130. It would? — I should be very glad indeed if there could be no obj'ec- 
tions, except upon merits; but I will tell you a difficulty that would arise if such 
were the case ; I might (as the law as present stands) register myself “John New- 
man,” instead of Edward, as “ residing at Doncaster,” instead of Barnsley, “free- 
hold cottage ” (I must be definite as to the nature of my qualification property), 
and describe it as situate in a wrong street, and yet not be open to an objection 
on merits. 



5131- Have you ever contemplated that further assistance should be rendered 
to the overseers in the description of the property upon which qualifications are. 
^ be founded, so that the descriptive part might be less liable to defect ? — 
Would you kindly say what assistance it would be; in what shape ? 

5^32. Chamnan.] Supposing a public officer were to circulate through the 
district at certain periods, advising the overseers, and directing them in the 
formation of the lists?— He must do it himself ; I think if a clever man were to 
tnake out the lists in each township, that is if the business could be placed in 
ue hands of more intelligent men than some of the overseers are in the rural 
districts, a plan might he devised so as to have a more effective description 
given to properties, but there are a great number which even they would never 



5133* A register formed by such parties could never be a conclusive regis- 
ration, because there is much in the nature of property giving a vote which is 
not patent and at their command ? — There are a great number of votes which by 
possibility no man in the world could find out or properly describe ; for instance, 
no person could find out that I was the owner of a share in the Central Market 
T T at 
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at Leeds, because I am not rated for it, and the overseer, or whoever makes out 
those lists, will have no information to go by save the rate-books ; he would have 
no possibility of putting on a 50 /. occupier, for though he might be a 50/ 
occupier, he would not be rated in the overseer’s books perhaps at more thaii 
46 or he would not be able to find it out ; but you must follow it up and do 
as they do in boroughs ; let such officer put on all he could find, and then 
the otliers become the subjects of claims. 

5134. You might make this a primd facie list, as it were, leaving to other 
parties whose properties were not apparent to the overseer to make claims for 
themselves? — Yes. 

5135. Mr. Newdegate.~j The difficulty, you think, would not arise so muchin 
the case of voters claiming for the first time, as in the case of oldvotes?- 
Wherethey are on, you would not disturb them, I presume. 

5136. Might it not be an advisable arrangement, that all notices of objection 
and all notices of claims should be made known to the clerk of the peace, as well 
as the overseers ? — They are. 

5137. And that he should publish a list of the new claims, as well aa of the 
votes objected to for the whole county, thereby affording a summary which 
should be open to the public of all claims and of all objections to be heard in the 
revision, court for the current year ? — I do not see what good it would do. 

5138. Would it not afford the public the means of knowing more exactly the 
business which is to occupy the revision courts? — I do not see what tlie public 
has to do with it ; certainly, if it were published in detail, the public would 
know it better than they do; but the number of objections is furnished to the 
Clerk of the Peace. 

5139. But the claims are not? — The claims are not, but in each township the 
claims are known to the public. 

5140. But not for the whole county ?— Not to the whole county; it wonld 
do this; it would save tlie respective parties perhaps 520 /. or 30 Z. a-year; but it 
would save nobody else, nor furnish anybody else witli any kind of intelligence 
that they eared about. 

5141. Would it not afford the means to individuals not connected with such 
an association of informing themselves of the course of busin(3ss in the Registra- 
tion Court ? — Certainly ; but I cfximot conceive that any individual would wish to 
know it; it seems to me a matter of total unimportance to anybody to know 
how many objections have been made in the county. 

5142. Then your view of the case is, that such business is well coniinitted 

exclusively to the opposing associations? — I cannot conceive what good it can 
do to anybody. _ 

.5143. Mr. Adderlcy.'\ What would you think of such lists being published 
in the county papers ? — It would be a very good thing for a county paper, 
because it must have a Times supplement for West Yorkshire; I cannot con- 
ceive what use it would be to anybody to know that I was objected to, except to 
myself. 

3144. Mr. 2 V^ezadega/e.] You have never known instances of a great aum er 
of objections suddenly served upon a constituency by a body from a distance . 

3145. That is a case which has not come within your knowledge.^ 

I think it never will ; in fact, I should disconnect myself froin any . 
did it; in 1844 somebody from Manchester indiscriminately signed 
to a number of people in the West Riding of Yorkshire ; when we went on 
revision we found a class of parties objected to that we ^ 

about; we had no instructions ; we found Mr. A. B. objected to, and e 
not objected to by me, and he was not objected to by my opponent ; tney 
indiscriminately objected to ; there were both Whigs and Tories 
that manner; when 1 found a Liberal objected to, I claimed coste 01 



■who had made that objection ; when it was, on the contrary, - ^ . • 

- .finished our registmi"! 

p I.eague, aai » 
.use they toll 
fair and proP« 

objections. . . , i,ATrister 

5146. But in such a case as that would you preclude the of 

from giving heavier costs than those which you have suggested? 



to, my opponent claimed costs ; it turned out before we - -o , 

that the party making those objections was the Anti-Corn Law 
made them pay in every instance that we possibly could, proper 

submitted their objections to us to know whether they "were 
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tbose, if they had attended, the objections would have been sustained ; my reason 
is this ; I certainly answer at once ; 1 would not give the revising barrister any 
discretion whatever, because 1 am satisfied he cannot exercise it with any degree 
of satisfaction to himself or those who appear before him; even in those 
instances I think the costs proposed sufficient to deter that practice. 

5147. Mr. C. Wood.] Do you think, upon the whole, that the system of a small 

limited cost to abide the event, is superior to any other system of costs ? 

I do. 

5148. Chairman.] And would you allow costs to be equally determined by a 
question of misdescription as by a question of qualification ?— There is a 
difficulty. 

5149. Mr. C. Wood.] Will you read your 8th suggestion; is not that an 
answer to the question ? — “ That in every case where the party who has been 
objected to appears to defend his vote, and the revising barrister retains his 
name on the register, but amends the description, such party objected to and 
the objector shall respectively be entitled to receive back their 2s. Qd. 

51 50. ^ That is an answer to the former question ? — It is decidedly that ; where 
the barrister merely amends the description, they should each take their deposit. 
I would just make a suggestion there, which I had quite forgotten. I think a 
party ought to give notice that he intends to apply to amend, and then that would 
prevent the necessity of coming up, and if he did not, then, he should pay for 
the amendment. I give a man notice that I object to his claim, and he naturally 
then will turn to his register, and if he see that he is described there as living in 
London when he has come to live at Barnsley, or viceversd; then he should 
give me notice that he intends to apply to amend his claim; he may have 
changed his tenants ; a man registers that A. B. is his tenant; when we come 
to make inquiry in the township, we find no such man living there as A. B., 
the tenant, and I give that man notice; then he ought to examine the register, 
and give me notice that he intends to apply to amend ; the objection would be 
a technical objection for the want of the proper name of the tenant, and if he 
did not give me notice, then when he came up he ought to pay 2^. 6 d., even 
though the barrister supply or amend the defect. 

5151* Sir Jo/m /’-Ta/sL] In the notice of objection, could not you specify 
whether it was a notice for an amended description? — I am afraid it would be 
something like the notices of appeal under tlie Poor Law Act; the notices of 
objection would verge into so many branches, that I feel it would be very diffi- 
cult, on serving notice of objection, to assign the reasons ; I will mention one 
thing which we have not included in the suggestions, and I am afraid I did not 
name it to my friends before coming in, that in all cases of objection being 
given, the number of the voter should be included; I am quite satisfied. they 
will feel the force of it. 

5152* Mr. C. Wood.] I think you said, that you had given a considerable 
number of notices of objections, for the purpose of amending claims, in pur- 
suance of a dictum of Lord Chief Justice Tindal ? — Certainly ; for informalities. 

5153- About 400? — It was so. 

5154* Were those notices of objection served under the advice of counsel? 
~They were. 

. 5155' Did you not also, in consequence of some decision, put in a very con- 
siderable number of new claims for the purpose of amending the descriptions ? 
—An immense number. 

5156- Can you state how many? — Three thousand and fifty; and all that 
turned out of no manner of use ; we should have been perfectly safe as we 
were. 

.5157- C/iairmani] Owing to the difference of opinion of the revising bar« 
nsters as to what is requisite and what is not ?— Yes. 

5*58. Is it not possible by more distinct legislation to make it clearer what 
the revising barrister shall, and what he shall not consider of use ? — That is a 
question for the Legislature to decide ; I should say this, that if you could 
compel every man to give the name of his tenant, it would be the best 
description that could be given, and the name of the owner of the property out 
of which rent-charges issued would be an exceedingly good description ; though 
tenancies change so often that it would be a troublesome thing to the voter, 
because he would be objected to for the very reason I have just adduced, a 
change of tenancy, and that the pai*ty could not b.e foupd- 

0-4t. TT 2 5159- 
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5159. Mr. C. Wooil] Is notit advisable, if possible, to describe the pro 

in any other way than by the name of the tenant? — Decidedly; we had fl'" 
most extraordinary decision upon that; a man registered “freehold cott • 
John Thompson and others tenants for many years the barristers held 
others” surplusage, and if John Tliompson's cottage did not aflbrd a snffic™" 
qualification he was struck out; now it is held to be the very best descrinir' 
tliat can be given for a man who has a number of cottages ; they usually put”'' 
more than one, as perhaps it is mortgaged, and when you come to distribi* 
the mortgage over the whole property, the one cottage is not cnouo-h to mw 
a qualification ; it does not leave 40 s., and then if he has confined himself tome 
tenant he has not described sufficient property to give him the qualification. 

5160. Chairman^ Is there any course of decisions now formino- itself upon all 
these questions, that ultimately will form a code in fact ? — They oiio-ht to do • but 
Lord Chief Justice Tindal says this, “ if you can give no better cffisciiption vo» 
shallgive the name of the tenant.” I took the opinions of Mr.Tidbot and ilso 
of Mr. Hill, whether this was a good description ; for instance, “ Edward’ Newman 
residing at Leeds, freehold land, Thorner,” (Thomcr being a very larve town’ 
ship) ; both those gentlemen advised me that it was a liad description Ind tliat 
the party was bound, in that instance, to give the name of the tenant ’• the bat- 
nster That went round on the revision last year held, that it was a perfectly wood 
description, and because T had objected to voters on tliat ground, he awarded 
costs against me, especially if the man had been objected to before; therefore! 
do not know now codes are to be made. 

5161. Would yon think it desirable that the description of residence should 
be such as to enable a letter by post to find the claimant ?-lt would be much 
better tlmt the voter should describe himself more distinctly as to residence, but 
the ill effects are, in a great measure, done away with, hocause the registeme 
voter IS the only suffering party if he does not get his notice. 

by bis own neglect ?~Yes; it is sufficient now, accordinvto 
the fepstration Act that you should send the notice to him by the address by 
which he IS described in the register; therefore, if it did not get to him, he 
would be the suffering party. 

..•S'SJ- Therefore you would say it is his own fault if he had not described 
himsel with sufficient accuracy to receive information of any objection ?-Yes ; 

the evil falls upon hiniseli instead of upon the pnlilic. 

5164. Mr. C, Wood.'] Will you have the goodness to state what yourobjec- 
tions are to the proposed system of deposit to abide the event!— There is the 
ffiliiculty, m the first instance, when they come up, of getting the parties to make 
the deposit ; a man who is objected to will not make the deposit ; he will rather 
go away without ; nine out of ten well ; to a poor man coming up, who has been 
objected to (before a question is put to himj.'it is said, “ You must stake halt-a- 
crown, sir; the answer will be, very likely. “ I have not got one,” or if he has 
one he will not stake it. As soon as he has made his deposit the overseer will 
called upon to produce half-a-crown on the part of the objector, and state it. 
Iheoverseermust come, with all the money he has had deposited with him, and 
tte must bring It all m silver ready to deposit. When the two sums are deposited, 

m barrister is asked to adjudicate who is to take up 

these two haff-crowns. ^ There is a system of frivolity about it that I think would 

0 a\\ ay with the dignity of the Revision courts altogether. It is like saying “I 
^.1.^?^ half-a-crown that I will knock you off;” “Iwill bet you half-a- 
crown a jou do not; ’ and then the revising barrister decides for you. h 
appeals to nue a light and frivolous kind of thing, and that the dignity of the 
court altogether would be lowered. ® ° 

5165. You think it better to retain the present system of costs, then?-Not 
the present suin ; I would have the costs certain. 

■ Would ybu establish a system of costs to the same limited amount as is 
proposed for deposits '—Certainly. 

nrevtoLl'^7 side to he paid as costs, but not 

file A ! Ti ‘he effect of it would be ; I sio“!^ 

not ‘hose eo'ts, and if the parties 

not pay them, that they should be saddled with t,” sts of obtaining them ; 

sifiR down the money in the Eevison Court, 

cannot T S! -“Fv* “°<^e of effectually obtaining costs 

, I have tried it; The barristers now have the power of 
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order, but that order has to go through so many hands, and there is such a 
roundabout mode of obtaining the money, that it never would be worth putting 
it in force in oi'der to obtain 2s. Qd. 

5169. Oo you ever, practically, obtain costs from an unwilling party? — We 
never had one. 

5170. In the West Riding I believe the costs are always paid by the agents 
on the two sides ? — Yes. 

5171. Has any difficulty arisen on either side as to the payment of costs? — 
Never ; the moment the costs are ordered to be paid, we pay them. 

5172. What would you suggest as a better substitute for the system of deposit 
suggested by Mr. Baxter • I have agreed to it, and though I do not like the 
mode, I cannot suggest a better; that is my objection, without being able to 
suggest a better mode. 

5173. Is there a very great objection to a person appearing more than once 
on the register ?— A very great objection. 

5174. Do you find on the West Riding register, that the names of the same 
parties do practically occur many times? — Yes, to an extraordinary extent in 
many instances. 

.5175. Can you show that upon the register?— If any gentleman will take 
this register, which I have in my hand, he will see it. 

517b. Take one of the pages? — Here is a page where a man is on five times. 
There are parties on the West Riding register as many as 10 or 11 times. 

5177. The name of Thomas Pitt appears here; how often is he on the 
register? — Five times. 

5178. Do you know a man of the name of Whitley at Halifax ? — Certainly. 

5179. How often is he on the register? — Eleven times. 

5180. Do you know a man of the name of Sykes also ? — Yes. 

5181. How often is he on the register ? — Eight times. 

51 82. Are there many hundreds of duplicate entries? — Yes, many hundreds. 

5183. How would you propose to obviate the inconvenience which arises from 
that? — To allow the barrister to strike out every entry except one. 

5184. Chairman^ How would he be sure that it was the same person? — 
There is a great difficulty in it now on the old register, but the overseers generally 
know. 

5185. Mr. Adderley^ Plow could he select one? — He would leave any one ; 
it makes no difference ; there is no hardship incurred by leaving any one. 

5186. Chairtnan.'] A man may vote in any one polling district in the county 
without going to the district for which he is registered? — He may vote once for 
any one of his votes. 

5187. In any polling district ? — No. 

5188. Then he has not the opportunity of selecting his own polling district ? 
—He might have if a notice were given that he should make his selection ; 
if a general notice were given to all the electors that they would not be retained 
on the register of voters more than once, and that they would be called upon, 
and must, at the next registration, select for which claim they wished to be 
retained, I think the court w'ould very soon get the register clear. 

5189. Would it not be very difficult to ascertain the identity of a voter on 
account of the mere appearance of the same name in several places? — No, 
because there must not only be the same name, but he must live in the same 
house. 

5190. If you go to cases where names are very common, such as Welsh 
names, would not you, in villages where there was no street to distinguish one 
house from the other, have a difficulty from the name of Thomas Jones appear- 
ing more than once without any security that it was in fact not a different voter? 
—Certainly not, because in small villages the overseer would know whether 
there were two John Simpsons having each a bit of land or a house. 

5191. Would not the attention of the revising barrister himself, if called to 
these points, enable him to purify the register to a great extent? — He has no 
power ; one of the barristers held that he had a right, when he found a man 
twice on in the same township, to strike his name out once; two, I think, held that 
they had no such power; this register is divided into three ; when we got to 
Huddersfield, three courts were formed out of it; the barristers who revised 

0 4 1 , T T 3 ^be 
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the townahip of Kirkheaton would not strike out any name ; we had am 
those men’s claims, and he would not strike out the old claims ■ if vn t ' 

to the next townsldp, you will observe that the barrister who revised it ..“'f 
them out. lovi^ea it struct 

5192, Would not it be possible for the Legislature to prescribe the rules et 
proceeding in such cases ?-Certainly ; if the fact should be made dee , 
the barrister, that a man was twice on the register, he should bo empowered tnsT 'i 
out one of the names. There would be no harm in rec|iiiriiig that now • som/v 
ago there would have been. Before the last Registration Act, it would haveC 
a hard case, because a man might have lost his vote by selling the Drounw! 
respect of which he was registered, but by the late Act, though he may Mlltl» 
property, he may vote till the next registration in respect of it, and therefore 
there would be no hardship now in strikino-oiit all the names but one 

5193. Mr. C. fTood.] I think I understood you that the costs were paid by 

the agents on both sides ? — They were. F ^ oy 

5194.. The agents of the Riding associations? — They wore; I paid alltli? 
costs on one side, and Mr. Alexander paid the costs on the other. 

5 1 95. Did Mr. Flint accompany you on the circuit ?— Yes ; I think he went 
the whole circuit. 

5196. Chairman.'] Do you conceive that it is advantageous to have the 

revising barristers paid as at present, not by the day, but bv the iob!— Itkj 
very bad thing. ■' j ■ 

5197. Does not it, at least, lay them open to the imputation that they hurry 

over the business ?—l here is no doubt it does; it used to take them 45 days 
and last year it was done in 18. ^ ’ 

519S. And does not a good deal of the purification of the register depend 
upon the attention of the revising barrister himself?- Certainly” and I think 
they ought to have taken further time last year for the West Ridmo- • we all ex 
postil ated strongly with them last year that we should have more time, but it 
unloitunately happened that our expostulation was with the parties who did not 
attend the circuit; we were talking upon the subject with tile barristers that went 
the y^ear before; they were, all three new men that went last year, and they did 
much the same as their predecessors had done ; there w:is insufficient tiraef 

51 99* not a good deal of that wliicli occurs now that is vicious in the 

register be provided ffir by the revising barrister going through it and reading 
aloud each name, and asking the overseer for inlbnnation upon certain points 
w 1C 1 may belong to it t I think it would be dangerous to trust to the overseer 
in that manner. 

i'll® bystanders and by the agents of the parties who 
tii^ ® present ? I think that would not do; besides it would take up too much 



What are the number of the names upon the register 
of the West Riding ?— Thirty-six thousand. 

5202. Chairman.'] Is it not the practice to a certain, extent, even now, with 
reprd to dead men, for the revising barrister to ask if such and such parties are 
alive or dead ? — “ Dead” is written opposite to the name 

5203. ^lat is, supposing the overseer has done his duty?— Yes. 

5204. bupposing the overseer has neglected his duty?— The barrister has no 

power to strike out the name, unless there is written “dead” or “objected to” 

by tile overseer, or unless the voter is objected to by a third party; I might get 
up and say, “ I know that gentleman is dead,” but that would not be sufficient ; 
the barristers hold that they have no power to strike out the same if there is no 
objection made to it. 

5205. Mr. C. Wood.] Have they held in the West Riding that they have no 
power to strike it out, except upon objection ’—Certainly ; one barrister has held 
it one wav, and one another, as I explained before in the case of amended claims. 

5206. Chah'man.] Any officer similar to the officer in boroughs employed in 
lorming the lists, would of course present the register in a much purer form 
than It is now done ?— Certainly ; it would bo done by a more intelligent man. 
and presented in a very different form. 

5207. Would there be any objection to the clerks of unions, for instance.^— 
iney are the men who do it now. 

5208. I do not refer to the overseers? — It is not the clerks who do it; 
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the overseers, but the relieving officer always attends to it; I think the clerks 
to the unions would be very good men indeed. 

r^2«g. Mr. Newc/esate.'] You would be inclined, then, to require that they 
should do it?-I think it would be an exceedingly good thing that the clerk to 
the union should do it; but there are many places not in union yet • a great 
many in Yorkshire ; they will be ultimately ; and if tl.e clerk to the union 
attended to it with the overseer, and if, with the information from the rate-book 
he did the best he could, if a man were left out, he must make bis own claim 

5210. Chairman.'] if it was some property that did not appear upon the face 
of the rate-book? — Yes; but if that plan were resorted to, perhaps the per- 
sons whom they put on should not be subject to objections without notice; for 
this reason, we have said that all new claimants should be open to objection ; 
and they would be, in point of fact, new claimants, but I think they might be 
taken out of that category ; then it w'ould be exactly as in boroughs; the new 
claimants must come forward and establish their votes; but if they should be 
put on by apublic_officer,thenIthink they ought not to undergo that ordeal. 

5211. This public officer is a person responsible to men of many political 

OTinions, and whose conduct is open to question in various ways, is he not? 

We have not such an officer now. 

5212. I refer to the clerk of the Board of Guardians? Yes. 

5213. The clerks of Boards of Guardians, whatever their political opinions 
may be, are in a public capacity, and are responsible to parties of many opinions? 
— Yes; and they would be men, I think, of sufficient standing in society, to 
sink their political feeling in a public matter. 

5214. Mr. fVrightson.] In any official duty, you think they would exercise 
the power entrusted to them fairly r— Certainly ; I should have full confidence 
in them. 



Jovis, 4 ‘^'die Junti, 1846 . 



MEMBERS present: 

Mr. Newdegate. I Mr. Banks. 

Sir John Walsh. | Mr. Adderley. 

VISCOUNT SANDON, in the Chair. 



George Whateley, Esq., further examined. 

5215. Chah'man.'] YOU have had an opportunity of re-considering the sug- 
gestions you made for the improvement of the Registration Act?— I have. 

5216. Will you inform the Committee in what those suggestions consist? — 
The amendment which I would propose is one which I believe I named in my 
last examination, namely, that all new claimants should be called upon to prove 
their qualification in the first instance ; and that agrees with the suggestions 
made by the gentlemen from the West Riding; I should also propose, that an 
objector should state in his notice of objection what the nature of his objection 
JS. I will, with the permission of the Committee, read the clause which 1 have 
prepared for the purpose of carrying out that object : “ And whereas, in order 
to prevent the expense of bringing before the revising barrister unnecessary 
oviclence, it is desirable that persons objected to should have notice of the nature 
of the objections intended to be made; Be it Enacted, That every person (not 
being an overseer, objecting in the manner in the said recited Act mentioned) 
objecting to any other person upon any list of voters as aforesaid, shall, upon the 
tace of the notice required by the said recited Act, to be given to the person 
objected to, state and set forth the nature of his objections, as whether such 
objections be to the sufficiency of the qualification, or to the personal capacity of 
tke person objected to, or to some omission, mis-description or insufficient 
description in the particulars of the claim, or on the ground of some omission or 
insufficiency in the description of the Christian name, place of abode, nature 
of qualification, or local or other description of the property, or name of the 
occuwing tenant, or any other particular by the said recited Act required to be 
specified in the list of voters : And it shall be competent for the person so 
objecting, to state the nature of the objections in general and succinct terms, 

0.41, TT4 so 
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so as tlie same be sufficient to inform the person objected to of the nature of tl> 
objections ; and in case such objections shall be to the sufficiency of the qual'fi 
cation, it shall be sufficient to allege that the objection is to the suffidenc f 
the qualification on the merits; and in case the objection shall be on accouiit f 
some omission or insufficient description, such notice shall point out in whit 
particular such omission or insufficient description exists : Provided aiwav 
That no person so objecting shall be permitted to go into any objection befur' 
the revising barrister, notice of the nature of which shall not have been oiven 
in the manner hereinbefore provided ; and provided also, that if in any case an 
objection shall be made to any person as well on the ground of tlie iusufficienev 
of his qualification as on the ground of some omission or insufficiency in descrin- 
tion as aforesaid, and it shall appear to such revising barrister that such objection 
to the sufficiency of the qualification is groundless, frivolous or vexatious and 
that such omission or insufficiency of description miglit have been supplied or 
corrected without tlie attendance of the person objected to, or some person on 
his behalf, it shall be lawful for such barrister, in liis cliscrctiou, to make sneh 
order for the payment of costs as aforesaid ; and such costs be recovered in 
the manner herein and in the said recited Act mentionoii.” 



5217. Mr. Nc^vdegnte.] Would you adopt the sugge.stion tliathas been thrown 
out that the order of the barrister would be sufficient, M'ithout requiring it to be 
backed by an order of a magistrate ?— My attention has not been called to that 
question. 

.5218. Mv. Adde?'lcy.] Do you contemplate a deposit for costs? — Yes; Istill 
adhere to the opinion which I expressed before, that the deposit for costs would 
be the only effectual mode, and if the deposit were fixed at a low sum, I would 
give the barrister a power to make an order in the nature of a penalty over and 
above that sum in case of a clearly frivolous objection; for instance, where a 
person has been objected to year after year by the same party and without 
success in every case. 

5219. Would you have the same deposit in every ca.se, 1/. ?— -I am dispceed 
to tliink that 1 1. would not ])e too mucli. 

5220. Siv John Wal.s/i.'} Do not you conceive that the objector might evade 
the object of description by making one description include many different 
grounds of objection ?— I think the clause which 1 liavc read elioctually provides 
against that, because if he wore to object to the (jualilicatiou of the voter, aud 
•object also on the ground of mis-dcscription, and it should be proved that the 
qualification was of a [)crfectly good description, ami that the mis-descriptioa 
might have been corrected without the attendance, of the voter, in that case the 
revising barrister would have the power to give costs aguinst the objector. 

5221. Chairmafi.'] In that case you remove altogether the risk of the loss of 
a vote on the ground of niis-description ? — I do. 

5222. If yon removed (hat risk, do you think that you would have sufficient 
attention paid to the register? — If the honest object of parties was to get the 
list in a complete state, tljere would bo still a risk to the vote on the ground of 
insufficient description ; the voter would then have it in his power to correct_ 
that mis-descriptiun, and unless corrected, the barrister would have the power of 
striking off his vote, or, if the notice of objection was proved, and neitlier the 
voter nor any one on his behalf suj)p]icd the omitted description. 

.*>223. You would still have him liable to lose his vote if he did not appear, 
and he was mis-described ? — I would. 

5224. But you would not allow success in correcting a mis-description to 
exempt the objector from the penalty of costs if he had objected upon the merits, 
*md had failed in that attempt ?— I would not. 

5225. He could not shield himself from the consequence of a frivolous objec- 
tion upon the merits by success in the correction of a mis-description r — No, he 
could not. 



5226. Mr. Adderlei/.'] Not if he made his objection on both heads?-7-No> 
supposing he objects that the qualification is bad, and that the place of resideBce 
is wrongly spelt, and he fails altogether upon the objection to the qualification, 
but succeeds upon the objection as regards the place of residence, I would gi^c 
the barrister the power of fixing him wdth costs for a frivolous objection. 

5227. ChaiTTnan.^ You still leave the power of the objector to object upon e 
ground of mis-description, only taking the chance of a certain proportion 01 ffics 
objected to not appearing, and, in case of their non-appearance, losing 
votes? — Yes, 

5228. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE ON VOTES OF ELECTORS. 



337 



522S. You are not able to meet that difficulty ?—No, I am not. I think also 
that It IS not unfair that, if a voter changes his place of residence, he should lose 
his vote, if. after having received notice that he is objected to, on that oroimd he 
fails to appear. ® 

55,29. Of course that mates it necessary that any person changing his resi- 
dence from one number in a street to another number, should think of his vote 
and announce his change of residence in the district where his vote lies ?— Yes’ 
it does. ' 

5230. You cannot escape from that difficulty ?_No, you cannot escape from 
that, I think. ^ 

5231- It has been objected to, that the questions of mis-description and of 
qualification run into each other occasionally, so much that it is almost impos- 
sible to distinguish under what head your objection may come, and that much 
dispute will arise m consequence of the attempt ; what is your opinion upon 
that?— I do not think that that will occur to any great extent ; it might occur in 
particular instances. ° 

5232. Mr. ISezodegate.'] The objection on the merits would come under one 
column, and the objections to change of residence or tenancy would come under 
another column ' — Yes, it would. 

5233. Might it not be specified under which column the objection is ?— That 

I think is provided for in the clause which I have handed in. 

5234. Mr. Adderley.] Would you classify oral objections under two heads? — 
They may be classified in the way the objections are classified here, under two 
heads. 

5235. Would it be sufficient that a party should say that his objection came 
under one column or the other, without saying more ? — Yes, I think so. I would 
have him state whether he objects to insufficiency of qualification or mis-dcscrip- 
tion or omission. 

5236. Mr. Nervdegate.'] The term “ objection on the merits” is distinctly un- 
derstood by parties versed in the law ?— Yes. 

5237. Chairman.'] There could be no difficulty in determining that ? — No. 

.^238. It would not raise questions of special pleading upon appeals? — [ have 

guarded against that, by stating in the clause that the objector shall state the 
nature of his objection, but not the grounds of his objection ; that it shall be 
sufficient for him to say, “ 1 object to the qualification as insufficient,” and that 
he should not give the grounds of his objection ; for if you oblige parties to state 
the grounds, you will introduce a system of special pleading very similar to that 
v\’hich takes place in the poor-law appeals. 

5239. Supposing the objection is that the person has not described his quali- 
fication correctly, that his qualification was as rector, not as possessing the 
tithes, would that be an objection on the merits or on the description — It 
would be an objection on the description. 

,5240. Would not, then, the two come very near? — No, I think not; if the 
person came before the barrister, and proved that he had a qualification as rector, 
he would retain his vote, but no barrister would refuse him his costs. 

5241- You would allow' nothing to be an objection upon the merits, but that 
which, if proved, would show that the claimant had not in fact a vote? — 
Exactly so. 

5242. Then, in fact, might not a person put his claim upon any ground, how- 
ever wjde of the facts ? — I would oblige him to state, which he is now obliged to 
do, the nature of the qualification ; the barrister has no power to retain the 
name if the nature of the qualification is wholly omitted ; for instance, if a claim 
Js sent in “ house and land,” the barrister must strike out that vote, because it 
Js not stated to be freehold, or leasehold or copyhold. 

5243. Should you consider that to be a case of mis-desciiption, or upon the 
Merits ? — It is provided for at present by the banister being required to strike 
tliat out; I would still consider that a case of mis-description. 

5244. You would admit no amount of mis-description of the property upon 
TOich the qualification rests to invalidate the claim, provided that mis-descrip- 
lon could be rectified by evidence given before the revising barrister? — Cer- 
tainly not. 

•5245' Sir John TFa/,9A.] Would you make it imperative, or leave it to the 
np ion of the party to prove the description ? — I would make it imperative. 

. Would not that be a heavy tax upon a large constituency of a county, 

II obliging- them to attend before the barrister ? — I &ink not ; it is so at present 

UU in 



George (V/iatclci/, 
£«q. 



4 Juoe 1846. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




338 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE 



Gtorge Whatehy, in Ijoroughs, and I would not require the attendance of the voter himself wii 
Esq- the vote could be proved by other evidence ; for instance, a steward or a'man 

• property might attend before the barrister, and prove the votes of the occubv' ° 

4 June 1846. tenants, without requiring the tenants themselves to come up ; it would be for 
the barrister to say whether the evidence was sufficient. 

5247. Would not that lead to very cursory proof, whicli would amount to no 
proof at all, or to an investigation, which might entail great hardship upon tke 
voter? — it is so at present; if the vote is objected to, it is required to be 
proved to the barrister’s satisfaction ; but it is not necessary for the voter himself 
to appear, if the barrister is satisfied upon other evidence. If the vote is worth 
having, I think it is wortli the trouble of being proved once, and having proved 
it once, I propose to place the voter in a better situation than the parties who 
remain at present upon the register, namely, I would give increased costs if 
that person is objected to, and proves the same C[ualihcation which he had 
already established. 

,5248. Mr. NewdegateJ] In the first instance, you place every new claimant in 
the position of being objected to? — Yes. 

5249. Chairman.^ When he has once gone through tJiat ordeal, you put him 
under the protection of heavier costs? — Yes. 

5250. How would you deal with a claim already on the register ? — I wonld 
leave it to the option of the parties as it is left in the Bill which I handed in- 
I would give them the option of coming forward, and establishing their votes, 
and thus putting themselves in the position of proved voters. 

5251. yiv. Baulces.l Do the revising barristers at present, in point of fact, 
attend at each of the polling-places in every county? — Yes, they do. 

5252. ChairmanJl Would you not alter the system by which the revising 
barristers are paid ? — Yes; I think it would be a better thing to pay revising 
barristers according to the time occupied ; of course taking care to appoint 
men of high character who would not spin out the time, and protract tbe 
proceedings. 

5253. Mr. Newdegate.l Do you propose that lists should be kept by the clerk 
of the peace of the county of all new claims and all votes objected to, as well 
as by the overseers of the different parishes? — The proposition that I made, 
was, that the persons who gave notice of objection, should deposit costs with 
the clerk of the peace ; that the clerk of the peace should publish a list of the 
persons objected to, and that the revising barrister should have no power to 
enter into any objection unless the name of such party appeared in that list. 

5254. Do you intend that list to remain open for inspection with the clerk of 
the peace? — Yes, that it should remain open for inspection ; that it should be 
published in the newspapers, and copies of that list should be served so as to 
give parties due notice that the previous condition of the deposit of costs has 
been complied with, and thus prevent their being called upon to appear before 
the revising barrister, and then find that they might have been spared that 
trouble. 

5255. You do not intend that that list should supersede the list published by 
the overseer? — No, I do not. 

5256. Do you intend that the lists of the overseers should be published by 
the same parties who publish the list for the clerk of the peace ? — 1 would make 
the clerk of the peace publish his own list. 

5257. And you would leave the overseers to publish theirs as heretofore r— 
Yes. 

5258. Chairman^] Would there be any objection to the clerk of the peace 
sending his list to each of the overseers ? — Certainly not. 

5259. Mr. N&.odegate.'] Might not that secure uniformity of S3'stem and 
economy? — I do not see that it would secure uniformity of system. 

5260. The publication of this list by the clerk of the peace, in the newspauers. 

might entail considerable expense?— It would entail some expense, butl tbm 
it -would be almost the only effectual mode of giving a voter notice that be was 
objected to, and that the deposit of costs had been made, because without tna 
deposit of costs I would not permit any objection to be entertained. _ _ . 

5261. Chairrnan 7 \ Would that list in itself state the ground of objection-'' 

No, I do not propose that it should state the ground of objection. , 

526:^ Would it not be convenient if it were shortly stated under what 
the objection was made, so that any person at a distance receiving his 
newspaper -would be sure of seeing upon what ground he was objected to. 
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do not see that tliat is necessary, because I would not supersede the necessity of 
serving the notice of objection upon the voter himself. The object of the 
clerk of the peace publishing his list is, that the party objected to may see 
that the deposit for costs has been made ; and know that his vote is in peril, 
otherwise the voter would receive his notice of objection, he would go before the 
revising barrister to defend his vote, and then, for the first time, he would find 
out that no deposit for costs had been made, and therefore that no objection 
could be entertained. 

5263. Would it not have this convenience, if the list published by the clerk 
of the peace stated the nature of the objection, that a person having changed his 
residence since the time he was registered would become informed of the*nature 
of the objection, whereas if the notice of objection were forwarded to the place 
mentioned in the register, it might never reach him ?— Yes, it would. 

5264. Mr. l^ewdegale.l Under the system which you propose there would be 
three notices required, one to the voter, one to the clerk of the peace, and one 
to the overseer ? — Yes. 

5265. Which should be duplicates? — Yes. 

5266. Chainnan.] Those together with the counterpart which the objector 
retained for himself would make four? — Yes. 

5267. All requiring to be stamped? — Yes. 

526b. The revising barrister would have a copy of the list published by the 
clerk of the peace, and if he did not find the objection there, he would be' pre- 
cluded from entering into it? — Certainly. 

5269. Mr. Newdegate.] Would you propose that the same rule in reference 
to its being sent to the clerk of the peace should apply to claims as to objec- 
tions ?^No ; I propose that the new claims should be seat in to the overseer, as 
at present. 

5270. Then you do not propose that the list of claimants should be published 
by the clerk of the peace ? — No, I do not ; the object which I have is to pro- 
vide for the deposit of costs, and that the voter may know that that deposit has 
been made. 

. 5271. Ckairman^ You do not propose that the costs shall follow in the case 
of a claim being made falsely ? — Yes, I do, as at present. 

5272. Is it not necessary, then, to have a deposit made in the case of a claim? 
—No, because the claimant would have to pay his costs only ; but the objector 
may object to many thousands of votes; and therefore he ought, I think, to be 
called upon to make a deposit. 

5273. lAv. Adder Uy!] Is there any list of claims made by the clerk of the 
peace ? — ^No, only by the overseer's. 

5274. Mr. n/e.] You intend that the claims shall be notified to the 

clerk of the peace ? — They are notified to the clerk of the peace by the over- 
seers, but tliat is for the purpose of the clerk of the peace transmitting them 
to the revising barrister, that he may fix his circuit, and know how Tong a 
time to allot to each place ; I may mention, that, in compliance with the sugges- 
tions of the Committee on the last occasion, I have prepared alternative clauses, 
that the objector shall find surety for costs, instead of making a deposit ; but 
I still entertain a very strong opinion that the deposit for costs is far prefer- 
able to finding security for costs. — [The Witness delivered in the clause — Vide 
Appendix.'] 

5275. Do you see any objection to a classification of claims, as well as of 
objections, in the list which is to be kept by the clerk of the peace? — I see no 
objection to the clerk of the peace publishing a list of claims, as well as a list of 
objections. 

5276. In your opinion, the deposit of half-a-crown or five shillings would not . 
be sufficient ? — I think not. 

5277* Chab'man.'] Do you see any difficulty likely to arise in the case of 
there being a considerable number of objections to bad claims, which objections 
®ight not be made if you were to insist upon the deposit of 1 L for each ? — Those 
objections are rarely made by individuals ; they are generally made by a. poli- 
tical party on the one side or the other. 

. 5278. Even if they were made by a political party, would it not be^ a con- 
siderable inconvenience to be obliged to put down 500 or 1,000 Z.? — That 
^ould be an inconvenience, but not so great as the inconvenience of the present 

system. 

o. 4 >. UU 2 -5279. You 
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’ _ 5279 - You do not think it would he a practical obstacle to fair obiecl' 

being made ? — I do not think it would be a practical obstacle to fair obieeti™* 
being made, especially when the other parts of the Bill came into operation I 
which parties are obliged to prove their votes in the first instance. ^3 thint’il' 
fact would be, that persons would come up and prove their qualifications t 
that all persons hereafter would be obliged to prove their qualifications sot?' 
in the end you would have the register in a more perfect state than it is at nil 
sent, and it would not be necessary for fair objectors to make any large nnnbl 
of objections. ® ^ 

5280. Suppose a good number of claims were put in, the validity of which 
would depend upon one point of law, of course the risk of objecting to that 
number of claims would be very comsiderable ; tlic objection min^ht beavetv 
fair objection, and might settle the law upon tluit point, but still the risk woiifd 
be very considerable, if, in addition to all tlie expenses incurred in trying the 
question, you Imd to make so large a deposit as 1 1. for each claim?— In such a 
case I sliould not be afraid of the barrister awarding costs against the objector 
and the objector would therefore receive back the money tliat was deposited’ 
The object of the deposit is merely , to prevent men of straw obiecting wholesale 
to properly qualified electors. 

5281. You do not make the payment of costs depend upon tlie barrister ex- 
punging or retaining the vote, but upon his view as to wliother the objection is 
tnvolous or not?— Entirely dependent upon his view as to whether his objection 
IS tnvolous or not. 



5282.^ It lias been objected, that the awarding of costs is an invidious discre- 
tion, which the barrister is called upon to exercise, and tliat, practically, costs 
are hardly ever given?— I am afraid costs are not given so often as they sliould 
be; but 1 should be afraid of your taking away all discretion as to costs from 
the revising barrister, because 1 think you would do great injustice if you were 
to make the result of the objection decide the question of costs. 

528.1* ou are aware that a suggestion has been thrown out, that a small 
deposit snould be made in the case of every claim objechid to; say, half-a-croM 
or five shillings, by the objector and the persons' objected to, and that the 
disposal of that deposit should depend entirely iqion the (‘.oiiclusion come to by 
he barrister upon tlie claim, without respect to the objection or the claim being 
Involous or not ; do you conceive that that would have any inconvenient effect, 
or that d vvould be more effectual?— I think the amount ia'insullicient. 

5284, M.W Adderle.y.'] Do not you think that the amount of deposit that you 
propose, would rather check the revising barrister from deciding any objection 
to be frivolous ? — No, because lie may give any sum under 1/, ; he is not bound 
to give the whole amount. 

5285. Chairman.'] Is it not practically found that it is a discretion wliich the 
hamsters are very sliy of taking upon themselves, and the result is, that costs 
are very seldom given ? — I must say tliat revising biirristers have erred, I think, 
in that particular. 

528G, Are you not afraid that that would continue, and that therefore 
pro^ctiori to tlie voter would not be afforded ? — f. <lo not think it would be so 
to the same extent M'herc the parties ap)jcared upon the regi.ster as proved votes; 
1 think where they appeared as proved vi^tcs, the barrister would feel, and 
correctly feel, that the objection was vexatious. 

5287. By the clause wliich you projiose, you get rid of one great protection 
to a frivolous objector which hitherto has been afforded him by the rule which 
revising barristers have established, that whenever an amendment was admitted, 
however trifling, the objection should not be considered frivolous or vexatious, 
or as carrying costs ? — Yes, I do. 

5288. In case the objector did not appear to make good his objection, and 
the party objected to did, would you then either compel or permit the barrister 
to award costs against the objector so not appearing } — Yes, I would ; I have so 
provided for it in the Bill which I have handed in. 

5289. Mv.Nexodegate.] How long will the deposit rest in the hands of the 
cleA of the peace before the case is likely to be heard ? — One month before the 
25 th of August the deposit is to be made contemporaneously with the service of 
the notice, and the denosit will rnmnin in tlm Tion/ie nf tim nf the peaC' 



-ugusL tne deposit is to De made contemporaneously with tne service v.- 
the notice, and the deposit will remain in the hands of the clerk of the peace 
me before the loth of November, and then at any time within three 
Uq i.. , 1 ...ui, luin. 



fill any tiineL„„.., i,u*omuer, aim men atanyumo -- 

months after, he is required to return the sum of money deposited withhimi 
except such sum as may be retained for costs; I would also give power to the 

objector 
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objector to rvithdraw his objection and to the party to withdraw his notice of WMH,s, 

c aim tvrthin a reasonable tune, and m that case the objector should receive back 
tilfi ucposit. — 

5290. Cian-iaOT ] Would you make it necessary that in giving notice of the 
witMrawal of an objection the original duplicate retained by the objector in his 
hands should be placed m the hands of the party objected to, so as to secure 
him against the re-appprance of the objection ?-Yes, I would; that did not 
occur to me, but 1 think that a very valuable suggestion 

5291. Sii' /oto Wakh:\ Would not the deposit of a large sum, in case of 
objections being made, tend to throw large powers into thi hands of wealthy 
individuals as compared with persons of smaller means?— All the objections 
MW m tact are made by large associations ; I think that power will be in their 
hands 1 v^ether thrown into them or not, it is in their hands now. 

529-2. Chairman.] The objections or the claims in any number must ahvavs 
be made by parties possessed ot considerable means r~Unquestionab]v. ^ 

5293. And you think that the smaller number of objections or claims that 
might be made by individuals unconnected with great parties, would not be 
prevented from making their appearance by tlie deposit which you propose ?— 

, person knew to a certainty that a party was on the register 

who had no right to be there, he would have no difficulty in making a deposit 
to the extent of l because he would probably get back not only the 1 1. ^ but 
a sum of money in the nature of a penalty for the vexatious claim. 

5294. Mr. Newckgale.'] Is it your opinion that a declaration of the possession 

01 a quahncation should be received as evidence before a revisine- barrister’s 
court ?— I think clearly not. “ 

5295. Why not ?~Because it would open the door to manifold frauds ; the 
objector has no power of cross-examination given to liim ; the attendance of 
the person objected to, or some body on his behalf, before the baiTister, is essen- 
tial to the testing of the validity of the vote ; I have heard that evidence of that 
kind has been received by barristers, but I have heard it with surprise. 

5296. It has not been generally received by barristers ?— Certainly not. 

5 ^ 97 - Mr. Adderky.] Have you thought of any mode of checking the infcer- 

terence of persons out of the district with the register ?— No ; I do not think 
tliere would be any advantage in that; the party who objects at present is 
obliged to be on the register, and T do not think it very much matters where he 
resides ; the objection must be made by a person on the register, and he must 
sign the objection himself. 

5298. What do you think of a penalty on any person who was discovered to 
be acting as agent to any large body ?— I should very much question the policy 
ot that; I do not think you could ever effectually reach such a case. 

5 ‘-^ 99 ' You recommend that the objection should be posted in the county?— 
les ; I do not attach any great value to it. 

5300* But all those things are checks ? — Yes, they are. 

5301 ' What do you think of a suggestion of a deposit on the part of the 
person objected to? — I do not think that necessary ; the party objected to would 
have only his own costs to meet, and the probability is, that he would be able 
to meet those. 

53 t>-- It has been suggested that he should deposit 2 s. Qd .? — I v'ould not 
propose a pecuniary penalty for a voter not appearing ; he loses the vote, and 
I think that is a sufficient penalty ; it would be in the discretion of the barrister 
n It was proved to be a frivolous claim to award costs. 

33 p 3 ' Chairman^ What is the time when it first becomes known to the public, 
and m what way does it become known, whether or not such and such voters 
are objected to by the overseer ? — The overeeers are to make out alphabetical 
lists of claimants on or before the last day of July, and if they have reasonable 
cause to believe that any person whose name shall appear on such list of claimants 
IS not entitled to have his name upon the register, they shall add the words 

objected to,” before the name of every such person in the margin of the list, 
and they are required to publish the list with such marginal additions on or 
oetore the 1 st of August. 

5304. Then a second list appears, containing the objections of other parties ; 
at what date is that? — On or before the 1st of September. 

. 5305. Then there is no advantage in any private party objecting to any 
, Y^rom the overseer has already objected to ? — There is this advantage, 

at he -null thereby provide against the overseer withdrawing his obiection. 

^ u U 3 530C. Is 
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5306. Is there any thing which makes that first list of the claims obiectefl 
by the overseer, a document to be appealed to before the revising barrister’* 
Yes ; the overseer is required to sign his list, and produce it before the i "" 
barrister. 



5307. Could he withdraw any objection which might appear upon the face 
of that document ? — I am disposed to think tliat he might ; I do not think th ^ 
is any thing in the Act to prevent it. 

530S. Mr. Newdegate.] In case a jiorsoii shall be objected to by the overseer 
and his vote is struck off, and if he is also objected to by another party, will that 
party receive back his costs if the vote lias been already "removed ?— Yes. 

5309. Chairman.'] Would not that enable a person, merely by repeating the 
objections raised already by the overseer, to secure a certain amount of costs 
without any extra trouble of his own ?— No, of course he would only receive 
back his own deposit in such a case. 

5310. 13 ut supposing the claimant was found to have made a frivolous claim, 
and, therefore, to be adjudged to pay the costs, to whom would those costs go, 
to the overseer or to the private objector? — I think that is a case unprovided 
for j I do not think I have met that case. 

5311. Mr. Nexodegate.] Perhaps you would make some suggestion upon that 
point ? — The suggestion I would make would be, that it should be in the dis- 
cretion of the revising barrister in such a case to give the costs to a party 
objecting, not to the overseer, because he objects in his ministerial capacity. 

5312. Chairman.] Would not that give a party a good harvest, and lead him 
to follow the overseer to object also, being sure that he risked nothing, and that 
he had a good chance of reaping.^ — Yes ; but, on the other baud, I wouldgive 
the party the power of withdrawing his name upon being objected to by a party, 
and also by the overseer. I do not think tliat such a case would arise. When 
a claimant found that he was objected to by a ])arty, and by the overseer, and 
that his claim was a vexatious claim, he would withdraw it. 



5313. Sir John Walsh.] Would you propose that the overseer should specify 
the grounds of his objection in the same manner <ls a private objector ?—I have 
not provided for that; hut I think it might he advantageous. 

5314. Chairman.] Does the overseer nt present do any thing more than write 
“ objected to.”? — In case of a person being dead, he writes the word “ dead;” 
in other cases he writes the word “ objected to” merely. 

5315. Do you find, in your ^experience, many men objected to by the 
overseer from political feelings ?— No ; the overseers of the parish of Birming- 
ham, with which I am principally familiar, do their work extremely well, with 
a total absence of all party feeling. 

5316. yir. Nexodegate.] In the case of a double entry, a person appearing 
upon the list of voters with more than one qualification, should you think it 
desirable to deprive him of any of those several qualifications, so as to leave him 
one only?— I am disposed to tWk not; I think I would let him register for 
each distinct qualification, as he docs at present. 

5317. Would you impose any limit to the qualifications, for which he should 
be entitled to register ? — I think not ; it is in his option at present, where he 
has three or four properties in a parish, to club his qualifications in one claim, or 
to make a distinct claim for each ; I think I would reserve that power. 

5318. Does not that tend in some degree to confuse the register? — Yes, it 
does ; but I am hardly prepared to advise the removal of that power. A person 
buys a qualification this year, and buys another property next year, and sends 
in a new claim ; he may become possessed of five or .six qualifications; I would 
hardly require him to send in every year one claim, including the whole, and to 
appear before the revising barrister to strike out the old claim, which he must 
do in the case you suggest. 

5319. You would not require the barrister to do it without the application 
of the voter?— No, for this reason, that it would give rise to very difficult 
questions of identity, and you would frequently find the barrister striking 
the wrong name. 

.5320. Chairman.] In a district where particular names were very common, 
it would be very difficult to establish identity? — Almost impossible. ^ 
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5321. In many cases the description given of the residences being apparently George WJateley, 

the same, and the place out of which the qualification arose being the samel Esq. 

Yes; the qualification may be in three or four places; he may have different 

qualifications in the same parish. 4 June 1846. 

5322. Why should not a man having several qualifications in the same 
parish, be obliged to take his option ? — Because he may sell one property, an 
retain another. 

5323. Mr. Neicdegate.] But he would not lose his vote for the year? — No; 
but he would lose it for the next year, unless he sent in a claim for his other 
qualification. 

5324. Chairman.] Would you not provide for the event of one claim being 
withdrawn and another being substituted in its place, which was more correct? 

—lam afraid you would, in that case, render it difficult for ignorant men to 
remain upon the register if you struck them off for not withdrawing the old 
claim when they sent in a new claim. 

5325. Do not persons of that class usually act under some advice?— I find 
very frequently not. 

5326. Mr. Newdegate.] Has it occurred to you, that it might be advisable 
to revise the powers of the Splitting Act? — I think that is a very difficult ques- 
tion ; the creation of new votes is a difficult thing to limit ; the Splitting Act, 
which was framed with very great care, has failed in its operation. 

5327. Has it not been superseded by being merged in the Reform Bill and 
Registration Bill ? — It was found almost impossible to act upon it before the 
Reform Act. 

5328. Chairman.] Has it ever occurred to you whether it might be desirable 
to have another class of officers to carry out the Registration Act, in lieu of the 
overseers, considering that they are, in many cases, persons of ordinary qualifi- 
cation? — There would be an advantage in country places, where you have 
ignorant overseers, in having other persons. 

5329. Such as the clerk of the union? — Yes, or any person who was 
intelligent, 

.5330* Mr. Ba 7 tlces,] Or the inspector of weights and measures ? — Yes ; I would 
rather have a permanent officer than a person annually chosen. 

533^* Chairma?!.] Have you any other suggestion which occurs to yourself? 

— No, I have not. 

5332. A question has been raised before this Committee as to whether it 
would be desirable or not to get rid of rent-charges as county qualifications ; do 
you conceive that rent-charges are lial^le to what may be called occasional 
enjoyment for the purpose of creating votes with greater facility than small 
freeliolds ? — ^Yes. 

5333. What are the principal abuses which either do or might arise out of 
rent-charges ? — The principal abuses are in the exchange of rent-charges, which 
are much more easily effected than the exchange of land ; and it is more easy 
to purchase a rent-charge for the purpose of political objects, than it is to pur- 
chase a piece of land ; a person having so purchased is less identified with the 
county from which the rent-charge issues, and in which it is situated ; it par- 
takes more of a chattel interest. 

5334- Is there less notoriety attaching to the position of a rent-charge than to 
the possession of a small freehold ?— Certainly. 

5335. And there are incumbrances upon the possession of a small freehold 
which do not attach to a rent-charge ? — Yes ; as lo receiving the rents of a small 
freehold, and as to the rates and the repairs of the house, if it possesses one. 

5336- Is there more expense attendant upon the one than upon the other?— 

Yes; there is more expense attendant upon the conveyance of land than of a 
rent-charge ; but I should say, that where a small piece of land it purchased 
for the purpose of conferring a vote, very little trouble is taken in investigating 
the title on account of the expense ; the purchaser will hardly go to the expense 
of a long abstract, and submitting it to counsel ; he will rather take a hazardous 
title. 

5337* Mr. Newdegate.] In short, the qualification of a rent-charge is the 
cheapest form of qualification that can be obtained ? — It is the cheapest form, 
except a covenant to stand seised between relations. 

0.41. u u 4 .5337- Chairman. 
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5338- Chairmim.'} To return to a former poinl,, would there lie any obi f 
to providing that it should not he in tire power of the overseer, whar on t" 
made an objection, to withdraw it, so that any body might be able to take ib * 
before the revising barrister’s court r -I take it, that as the law now stand 
overseer’s objection once didyiiiade cannot bo withdrawn, and that it is tiled f 
of the revising barrister to put the voter so objected to to the proof of his nnntf 
cation. 



jMcrcuni, 10° die Junii 1840. 



ritESENT : 

Mr. Neweiegute. 

Mr. Villieihs 
Mr. M. Gibson. 



Mr. Walpole. 

IVl r. C. Kerkeiey. 
Mr. Wriglitsoii. 



VllSCOUNT SANDON, ix the CiiAiii. 



Tt^.TF.Bwrrf/AEsq. 
10 June l84fi« 



Wattei' IVyndham Burrell, Esq., Exiviiiiuofl. 

5339* V‘dliers.'\ I believe you arc the secretary of some society^— 
1 am the honoraiy secretary of the Sussex AgiicuUuval ;Protection Society. 

5340. What is the Sussex Protection Society ?— The Sussex Protection Society 
is a society formed in opposition to the Anti-Corn Law League. 

534^ • 1^0 yon mean that it is for the juirpose of putting down the Anti-Com 
Law J.cao’ne, or tor the purpose of furthering other olijects ?— For furthering 
other objects ; for maintaining the protection of agriculture. ° 

<-v '• Pj;otection Society is for tlie i)iirpose of keeping up the com laws, and 

the Anti-C oni Law League is for the purpose of getting rid of them ?— Yes. 

, 5343_ What is the date of this society ; how old is it?— ,I think, if I recollect 
ill January 1843, hut I will not be quite sure; it was in 
1842 or 1843; I think in 1843. 

5344* Was it fbmicd after a meeting called iu Sussex for that jrarpose!— 



534, ')• Were you appointed secretary at that meeting* ? — I was aj)poiiitod secre- 
tary mimediately after the meeting, 

534^' you remember who ju-esidod at tliat incoting '> — At the first fonnation 
of the society Mr. John lillman, of Glymhj. 

5347- Was the Duke of lUehnioml afterwards elected the president of tlie 
society ?— He was elected president of the society at tiiat meeting; Mr. Jolm 
Lllman was in tlio chair, and the Luke of liichmond was elected president. 

534 ■ Ihe Duke of Richmond has continued to be president ever since?-- 



53‘^9- Was there any scheme then drawn out for tlio ]iur]ioso of furthering the 
objects of tliis Protection Society ? — There was a coniniittec formed, and there were 
district committees also appointed. 

■wliotlior attention to the register was 

part of the scheme for furthering the objects of tlie society ? -No, not then. 

5351' ^ later period did the rcigistration of votoi*s become an object of that 

society . We have not as yet attended any registration court; we have not ap- 
pointed a^ agent to attenel the registration courts nji to the present moment. 

5352- Will you he so good as to mention the time when it was determined to 
attend to the registration of the voters of the county of Sussex by this society ?- 
Last winter. 



,5.353* Can you state to the Committee shortly, in wliat way they determined 
then to proceed ?— The way in which they detciniiiicd to proceed, was by at- 
tending to t ie registration, and purging the register of bad votes. 

5^4* >Vhat IS the operation of purging the register of bad votes; is it that 
the Frotection Society employ an agent for tlicinirposo of making objections to 
voters who stand on the register?— I ha^c no doubt that that will be done. 

535.5. 1 hat is one of the objects of the Protection Society ?— Yes. 

535b* Das an agent been appointed wlio is to perform the duty of objecting to 
voters who are ou tlio register ?— I cannot say that there has been any agent 
appointed at the present moment. 

5357- Were funds raised at the time of the first formation of tlie society fot 
the purpose of carrying; ou it proceedings ?.-Ob, yes, certainly. 
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5358. Was there any rate of contribution levied upon the members, or in what 
way did the society proceed to raise money ? — There was no rate levied, but 
people were allowed to subscribe what they liked, even as low as lialf-a-crown, 
and as high as they pleased. 

5359. At first the society depended upon voluntary contributions ? — Entirely. 

5360. Can you tell the Committee the number of members forming the society ? 
— I do not think I can ; there are a great number of persons- 

536 1 . Are they persons resident in the county of Sussex ? — I should think there 
are vei-y few non-residents indeed ; I do not think there are more than a dozen. 

5362. Have very large sums of money been raised for this purpose ? — About, 
I should think one thousand pounds a year. 

5363. Is there any treasurer of this society? — Yes. 

5364. Is there any book kept in which the mode in which the funds are em- 
ployed is formally entered ? — Yes, certainly. 

5365. If those books were produced, the Committee could see the way in which 
the money was expended ? — Of course it would require a great deal of explanation 
to explain particular items, but I have no doubt that the Committee would be 
able to form a cex*tain judgment of it. 

5366. At first the society, you say, was able to raise about a thousand pounds 
a year ; latterly have you been able to raise more ? — Oh, certainly : and I have 
no doubt if we were to try we could raise a great deal more than a thousand 
pounds a year, but we do not want it. 

5367. Since its first formation have you raised more than a thousand pounds 
a year? — We may, 2>erhaps, have raised a little more, or a little less; I will not 
be quite certain. 

5368. Then T understand you to say, that up to the winter of 1848 no atten- 
tion whatever had been given to the register?— Not the slightest by protection 
societies. 

5369. Nobody attended the registration courts? — No one. 

5370. Has any estimate been formed of what sum will be required in future 
for the purpose of attending to the registration? — No. 

5371. But you have no doubt that upon any sum being required, that sum will 
^ le provided ? — I have no doubt of it. 

5372. Am I to understand you to say that there is no scheme drawn out of 
the mode in which the agents of this Protection Society are to proceed ? — None 
that 1 am aware of ; if there is any, it has been done in my absence ; I am not 
aware of it. 

5373- You are still the secretary of the society, and attending to the duties of 
that office ? — I am there sometimes, but very seldom ; I have people under me 
to look after the management of the society ; of course you will understand that 
there ai’e clerks in an office of that kind : the honorary secretai’y is not always sta- 
tionary, 

5374. Perhaps you are not able to tell us whetlier one of the general inten- 
tions of this Protection Society is to object to the qualification of voters ?— I have 
uo doubt that that will be done; we shall do every thing in our power. 

.5375- You are not, perhaps, able to say positively, tiiat no attention has been 
given to the registration hitheito ? — I can positively say, that no agent has ap- 
peared on behalf of the Protection Society in any registration court up to the 
present moment. 

2376. Of couree by your connexion with, and attention to, the affairs of the 
society, you would have known it if there had been ? — Certainly. 

5377- Since the first formation of this society, has there been any communica- 
tion with the Central Protection Society, which holds its sittings in London r — 
Certainly. 

5378. When did the correspondence with the Central Protection Society 
commence? — I have no doubt tliat there has been cor-respondence at various 
times ever since the formation of the Central Protection Society. 

5,379- Was the Central Society formed before the Sussex Protection Society? — 
No ; it was formed afterwards. 

5.380. As soon as it was formed it got into communication with the branch 
societies of which the Sussex was one? — Yes ; I think it did. 

5381. With respect to your proceedings, would you take instructions from the 
Central Society? — Not positive instructions. 

5382. Would you adopt the recommendations of the Central Society . We 

0.41. XX might 



TV. W. Burrell, Esq. 
xo June 1 846. 
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miglit or we might not ; various recommeiKlntions from time to time h 
given and adopted, anti some have not been adopted 

A i-1 r , * 



10 June 1846. 



5383. As tlie secretary of the, society perhaps yon arc in the habit of cor« It- 
with tlie Central Society as to what course it would be advisable for tile 8 
Society to pursue in particular cases? -Sometimes; I think it is chieflv' 
management of the committee of the society itself; the Central Societv” “ 
write to ns mid say “ You arc to do so-and-so tliey may, perhaps, write an”/!f 

We advise so-and-so to he done,” hut nothing further than that, and thm ir 
for the committee of our society to say wiiethor thev will do it or not * 

5384. Are yon a member of the Central Protection Society?—! am. 

33 85. Is that the society which has been said to hold its sittings' at No I? 
-Bond-street ? — I believe it is. fa u. i/, 

538C- Arc you aware of any resolution pa.sscd by the Agricultural Society ml 
to mterfere with politics, or not to interfere iu elections V— No, I am not. ’ 

5387. Are you aware of any such resolution having been roseindod ?— I do nnt 
know whether there was any resolution rescinded ; I think, if [ remember rirttiv 
there^ was a resolution passed last winter, that they would then m'ociwd t 
examine tlie registration. 

5388. And it was decided that they would not, afterwards f— I do not know. 

.5389. I tMnk you state, from your own kiiowlcclge, that the Sussex Protectioii 

Branch Society has decided to interfere in the elections ? — To look after 
registration. 

5390. That, I believe, was about the time when the Central Society, as yon 
think, rescinded their resolution r— Yes, if it was a rescinded resolution. 

539 c Do you know if any advertisement has appeared in the conntv of Sussex 
with respect to qualiiicationa ; that the society would provide qualifioations for 
persons wishing to vote under the Protection Society ?— Certainly, not anyadver. 
tisement of that kind ; I will read the only advertisement which has boon put oat 
by the society with regard to the registration of votes : “ Sussex Society for the 
Protection of Agricu toe. To tho gentlemen, farmers and others residing in the 
county of Sussex. The Anti-Corn Law League are, at the present moment, doing 
flieu- utmost by the cvoatioii of 40 s. froohohls, to swamp tho iiresent constituency, 
pie Sussex Society for the I rotcction of Agriculture is dctoniiinod to oimose the 
Anti-Corn Law Le.ague to their utmost, whotlior iu the registration courts or else- 
wlnn-e. io ho able to succeed in this, the committee of tlio Sussex Society, with 
coiihdenoe look forward to receiving tho rcaily sup]mrt of all the gentlemen, 
fanners and others fntmdly to the existing protection aliiirdcd to agriculture. Ail 
no omon, gentlemen, farmers and others, friendly to protection to agiicuture, who 
have not yet enrolled their names in the Sussex Society, are now earnestly 
requested to do so, without loss of time. Any information with regard to the 
registration of votca, or otherwise, will be afforded at tlio oftico of the society, 
!M, North-street, Brighton, daily from ton till four. Signed PV. W. Burrell.’’ 

tectoi^'sSoty ? '"”y I™*' you, as the secretary to the Pro- 

53^. It is, you say, a notification to persons, that they must deal with the 
Anti-Lorn Law League witli their own weapons ? — The intention of this advei- 
isemen was, when our society decided upon examining into the registration of 
vpes, to give notice to tho people that we would advise them upon the defence 
ot their votes, or upon their claims for votes, at tho proper time, at the regnlar 
seasons, as you are aware, for putting up the notices on tho church-doors; and that at 
that time we should be prepared either to defend their rotes, or to object to the 



5394- Was that construction of that advertisement made the subject of another 
advertisement r— I am not aware that it was. 

5395- Was what you have just now stated of tho mode in which the intention 
expressed in the advertisement was to he carried out, made a minute of at any 
meeting. Was it agreed to at any meeting ?— I thiiik, if I recollect rightly, I was 
mrtructed to put out an advertisement of this nature ; but I am not aware now 
Whether there was any minute or not to that effect. 

* there any explanation of the mode in which the Protection Society 

intended to counteract what you call '■ the intentions of the Anti-Corn Law 
League to swamp the constituency?”— pt ^^s merely to look after the manufac- 
ture of votes which the League had been making in the county of Sussex. 

.5397' 
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53g-. 1.5 tliere any inmuto or any advertisement, stating the mode in which 
they were to carry out their intention ?— No, none, that I am aware of- if there 
is such an one, and you will show it to me, I will acknowdedge it at once if I 
can. 

5398. It was a general intimation to the nobility, gentry and clergy of the 
comity of Sussex to come forward and assist the Protection Society in resistinir 
the intentions and preventing the swamping of the register by the Anti Com Law 
League ?— The heading is “ To the gentlemen, farmers and others ” 

5399. There was no resolution passed declaring that they would not create 
votes or that they would not qualify electors precisely in the same way as the 
Anti-Corn Law League?— With regard to that, I can only give one answer 
namely, that we have not spent one single farthing in the creation of votes. 

5400. Perhaps you have not begun your operations yet ? — Neither do we in 
tend commencing operations of that nature. 



5401. ^ The determination to counteract the objects of the League was come to 
in the winter { — ihe determination was come to in the winter. 

5402. And no active operations have yet been commenced?— I w-ill not say 

that active operations have not been commenced -with regard to looking into the 
registration, but there have been no active operations commenced by the society 
neither do they intend to commence any for the purpose of creating votes - that is 
for the purpose of making faggot votes. ’ 

5403. Do you recollect the time in the month of January at which the Protec- 
tion Society came to this resolution ? — No. 

5404. I believe the 30 th of Januai-y would have been the last time when you 
could have created a vote faggot or otherwise ?— The creation of the vote is’ at 
the time of the registering ; you may buy a qualification, —you may obtain a fa-v_ 
got qualification on the 30 th of January, but the creation is when it is re«'istered. 

_ 5405. When it is registered it must appear that the party has been in posses- 
sion of the qualification for six months ? — Yes. 

5406. Therefore if the Protection Society did not come to this resolution by 
the 30 th of January, it would have been too late to confer qualifications upon 
voters ? — It was before the 30 th of January. 

5407. You do not know whether any steps were taken to confer qualifications, 
not faggot votes, but by assisting people to obtain qualifications? — If I uuder- 
Btand the question aright it is this,— whether the Sussex Society has taken any 
steps for the purpose of creating votes. 

5408. Yes, for creating qualifications ? — The answer to that question is, that 
the Sussex Society has taken no steps of the kind. 

5409. They have not been parties to any conveyance or qualification to any 
person? — No, none whatever. 

5410. They have only determined to defend votes to meet the objections made 
by the Anti-Corn-Law League ? — Yes. 

5411. Chairman.'] To defend their own votes, and attack the other votes ? — 
Yes. 

5412. Mr. Villiers.] You are to take objections yourselves as well as to assist 
other persons originating objections? — 1 have no doubt that we shall originate 
objections, hut there is no minute of any kind in our books to that effect; I have 
no doubt that it will be done by us. 

5413. It is a general system of what is called purging the register of bad votes ? 
—Yes. 



54 H- But the object of the Protection Society is not exactly to purge the 
register, but to oppose the free-traders? — I have no doubt that whenever we find 
a bad vote, which is a fi’ee-trade vote, we shall object to it. 

5415* Do you know a gentleman of the name of Dempster ?— -I do. 

5416. Is he a member of the Sussex Protection Society ? — Yes. 

5417- Does he hold any office in the Sussex Protection Society ? — He is one 
of the managing committee. 

541 8. Is his Christian name George ? — Yes. 

5419* Does he reside in Sussex ? — Yes. 

5420. Is there not a newspaper called the “Lewes Observer”? — Yes, the 
“ Sussex Advertiser and Lewes Observer.” 

5421. Did you ever see an advertisement in the “ Lewes Observer,” headed, 
“ To the Friends of Agiiculture. Persons wishing to procure qualifications for 
East or West Sussex may obtain the same by applying to Mr. George Dempster, 

0-41 • X X 2 51 , 
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51, Ship-street, Bri^Thton?” — I dare say there is such an advertisement, but the 
Sussex Protection Society had nothing whatever to do with that. 

5422. Mr. Dempster is 0110 of the managing committee? — He is one of the 
managing committee ; he may have done that in his private capacity as a soli, 
citor; he may have put out that advertisement ; but, however, I know nothin? 
about it. 

5423. What is Mr. George Dempster? — He is a solicitor. 

5424. Does he render his services gratuitously to tlio Sussex Society ? He h^ 

done so hitherto ; whenever I have wished for any assistance he has always been 
ready to assist me. 

5425. Do you mean that he has not sent in any bill yet ?— Certainly not. 

5426. Am I to understand that ho is not in the umjdoymont of the society, 
but tliat he is a zealous protectionist? — I have no doubt, with regard to the 
registration courts, that if he acts there as a solicitor he will be paid as such, hut 
in no other way. 

5427. You did not happen to have seen tins advertisement before I drew your 
attention to it? — I remember, now that you have drawn my attention to it, that 
there was an advertisement about that time in the paper, but at the time it \ras 
advertised I knew nothing of it. 

5428. You occasionally attended the society? — Whenever there was to be any 
meeting I did so. 

5429. I did not quite finish it ; perhaps if I read this, it will refresh your 
memory. “ N.B. In order to entitle the voter to be on the next register, he 
must purchase before the end of the present month ” ? — 1 dare say Mr. Dempster 
might have done that ; but the Sussex Protection Society must not be chai-ged 
with what an individual does in his private capacity. 

5430. Do you happen to know whether the society was successful in the 
purchasing of votes ? — I cannot answer that question. 

543 1 . Did you ever bear where the money was to conic from to purchase the 
qualifications which were to be procured by Mr. Dempster ? — No ; but I have no 
doubt that Mr. Dempster will be able to explain tills matter bettor than I can. 

5432. You do not sit on the managing committee? — I always attend it. 

5433. You have to attend to the business of the society, and you attend the 
managing committee? — Yes. 

5434. You arc not aware of any other advertisements of this sort in any other 
paper, giving notice that pcojilo may purchase qualilications in this way?— 
1 cannot say that there wore not other advertisomesnts of a similar nature, but there 
were no other advertisements issued by the Stissex Sotsiety. 

5435. Mr. Newdegnte.] This was not issued by the society ? — No ; with regard 
to the registration of voters I mean. 

5436. Mr. Viilw's.'] Do you happen to know whether there has been any 
discretion allowed to the members of the managing committee, each to pro- 
mote the objects of the society as he shall tliiuk lit? — I luirdly understand that 
question. 

5437. Are the managing committee allowed to exercise their own discretion 
individually in promoting the objects of the society ? — 1 liavc no doubt they 
would be, but they would not be able to send out any advertisement, unless it 
went through me, on behalf of the society ; every advertisement that is sent out 
by the society is sent out through myself. 

5438. Then if this Mr. Dempster were to send in his bill for his trouble in 
meeting the applications of the persons whom he invites to attend for the purpose, 
his bill would not be paid by the society ?— Decidedly not. 

5439. You think that the society would decidedly object to assisting persons 
to obtain qualifications?— Yes, as a society they would; but what the individuals 
composing it may do, I have nothing to do with, nor have the society. 

5440. Do you tliink that they would remove a member of the managing com- 
mittee who undercook to do what Mr. Dempster has done hero ?— I do not think 
any member of the managing committee could be removed without first caliinga 



general meeting of the society. , 

544^- 1^0 you entertain an opinion that if the society were to call 
meeting, Mr. Dempster having taken so much upon himself, would be removed - 
— No, I think not, because he has not done it on behalf of the society. 



544‘-2- But he is a member of the society ? — Yes, no doubt. 

5443- If any tiling is done wrong by a member of the society, though no 0 
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tbeir belialf, they might take into their consideration whether he should not he W.W.BurrtlU'Eit^. 
removed ? — We have nothing to do with that. 

5444. He does it to promote the objects of the society? — Certainly not; he 
may he doing it on behalf of his own clients. 

5445. Chairman^ Do you keep the books of the society ? — I have always the 
management of our minutes. 

5446. You would enter the minutes? — Certainly. 

5447. Is there any minute in your books which relates to this subject ? — I do 
not recollect one. 

5448. Mr. Yilliers.^ Is there any mention of an intention of attending to the 
reo-istration or to the qualification of voters, except the one which you have put 
jQ? — That is the only one that I know anything of. 

5449. Has the Duke of Richmond attended the meetings of this society much ? 

—He has sometimes. 

5450. Has he attended them lately ? — lie was present at a meeting last winter. 

545 1 • Was he a party to this determination to interfere with the register ? — I 

think not. 

5452. Have you any reason to believe that he was not?— I am almost sure 
that he was not present; of course I cannot recollect who were present at those 
meetings, for sometimes there have been a great many. 

5453 - no reason to believe that he was not present? — I do not 

think that he was present. 

5454. But he has taken an active part in the objects of the society? — No 
doubt he has. 

5455 - Have you any doubt that this determiuation which you state was one 
only come to last winter, was made known to him ? — I dare say he knows of it. 

5456. He has not resigned his presidentship in consequence of that? — No, cer- 
tainly not ; but I rather think that he would resign if we were to commence 
making votes; I think (I am not certain) that he highly disapproves of such a 
course, as being unconstitutional. 

545 7. But he would not resign if you began to unmake votes, to cut them off 
the register ?- 1 do not think that any peer would he required to resign his office 
in the society for striking off bad votes. 

5458. But if you were to assist persons to sustain their votes, he would not 
resign then, would he ? — I do not see why he should. 

5459. Up to this moment do you consider him answerable for whatever the 
society is answerable for — that he is identified with the society? — The society is 
answerable, I apprehend, and not he ; no one member alone is answerable. 

5460. He is the president of the society? — Yes. _ _ 

5461. And ho is cognizant of all their proceedings? — When he is present he is. 

5462. He does not sign any minutes? — No; only the report of the annual 

meeting, . 

5463. May I ask what agent you have appointed; is Mr. Dempster the person 

who is to attend to the qualifi cation of votes?— I have already stated that we 
have not appointed any agent whatever. ^ , r r • ^ 1, 4.1. 

5464. Mr. Dempster being one of the committee, I ask whether he is to be the 
person appointed ? — I dare say he will he ; most likely. 

5465. Mr. JH. Gibson.'\ There was a statement in a subsequent paper, ihe 
Sussex Express,” of the 10 th January, 1846 ; do you know that paper Yes. 

5466. The statement was that votes might be purchased for 5 /. less than of the 
Anti-Corn Law League r — I know nothing of that. 

5467. You cannot point out how that was accomplished ?— No ; I imagine in 

the county of Sussex no rent-charge can be bought for 55 ?. • j v 2 

5468. It does appear that there was that statement ? —Who is it signed by . 

5469. It is a paragraph in the Sussex paper, and I presume it was authorized 

by the Protection Society ? — No, certainly not. i, t> + «.• 

5470. Will you undertake'to say that it was not authonzed by the Protection 
Society? — Most decidedly it was not. 

5471. Could there have been any authority given for such a paragraph without 

your knowledge ?— No ; I cannot tell wliat the editor might put into his paper ; 
all I can say is, that it is not authorized by the society. ^ . i • 

5472. Had you any conversation with Mr. Dempster previously to his an- 
nouncing to the inhabitants of Sussex that votes might be purchased . ^ No. 

5473. Had you any notion that he was going to insert such an advertisement 

041. x‘x 3 
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jrjr.BW/.Esq. No, I was very much smiirisoa; I remember, now. that you inve j 

tlou to it, when I saw it. ^ ° ^^yatteo. 



JO June 184(1. 



5474- It stands immediately under your advertisement, in the ssm„ , 

3 sumo day ?— That I liave notidng to do with. ^ P®’ 



appears on tho 

54.5- Have you had any convcrsatioji with Mr. Demiister, since th.f 1 
tisemeiit anieared, c.x.ire.ssivo of your roa-rct that ho s im.l, l , *'■ 

cou,so?--I do not know that 1 oyi oxp..ssod an; re^rot u "n 
not consider that it was any hnsinoss of mine ; I merely expressed aS l 
when I saw it ; I was rather surprised, ’ ircssea astomslinem 

.54"f'. You say that the determination of tho societv was in 
creation, by the League, of 40,r. freeholders, that they wouirSHucl. *' 
rations; how would you rc.sist them.?— By oxaminimr strictiv iml ! ■ 
tions when they came before the royising barrister. ° ^ datlifica. 

.5477- By iiotMng else? — No. 

5478. Mr. Fitfie/x] That you consider to be the utmost that could be ds„ 1 

LS Sil " ” “'i"S tli.t I. dm M, I. 

.5480. The Sussex Society for the Protection of A o-riculturo has j, 

5481. Mr. C. £rfc?ey.] The object of the Protection Society I amircliead i. 
to return members for the county wl.o have the same yiewts as the PiSonll 

an originally wore to resist wliat is cousidered to be 

an extiaoulinary conspiracy concocted by a body of men n.t a 

London, for tho purpose of ■annihilating a speeial lL pas^by 

is:: - -is 

ulcunrnm Jhe law of the spring of the year 1842. 

5404 . Mr. C. Berkdcif.] The ])ro.scnt Com ].nw ?— Yo.s. 

without aiiv ^-u society pledged for over t(t niaintaiu that law 

wjuiour, any alteration I— 1 will not say that. 

xlsy mJ it?— l!’or as long as they can. 

year 1842“lN: tTiLk :r“ I'totoctiou Soofoty before tie 

afi; the mslbl*' f *1°'““^ ^ i Prot^tim Society was tod 

fmmem inTelilr “> <lo with seYcral 

tho tinic at wbicl > ®°eiety, I think I can .speak pretty accurately of 

of ; Tf ^ I «gdly, it was the 4h 

"oaaiy 1843 ; but I will not be quite sure. 

otW niaces Id' 1 1’®'''’“!’®’ aware that Protection Societies in London jiid 

saoo r. 1842 ?-No, 1 am not. 

Protection Ic' tytofo.] Have you any reason to believe, that before 1842, 
540 . m 7 ^ r'7™’Vor? tl‘a^ there was one. 

constituency ‘i® you mean by tho expression, “ swamping tie 

livino- at IMancbesfo""* * ?™tds in this way — that I think if people 

thosealom? wBvofff-™l''’^ Staloybridge and Birmingliam, and such places ns 
funds for the nnmnsr'^f **’'’1™'"’*^’ themselves into a society, andgetlaige 
view of turnimr ™*®® at**! baying up little freeholds, ifitli the 

:Zty in the legitimate majority of the 

of the county dnection. that is what I sliould call BWampiing the votes 

hoid^shouhllnt'h*'”'}!' ’’™°“ possessing an interest of 40 s. a year free- 

nrsav thaf • “ non-resident ?-Certainly not, I do 

a certain disAnnl "p’l'i*'’'' * “®’ any person living in the county, or within 

by havinir a 4n s fr f *? oogEt to bo allowed to qualify liiroself as a voter 

respeet-^hat an' ' i- 'woaW certainly alter the piresent law in this 

dary shoidd I M- ™”° ^^^-ond a certain distance from the county bonn- 

What P°®®®ss a 107. freehold to entitle him to vote. 

04y3- nat would be the distance you would prescribe ?— I would name seven 

• milfii’j 
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miles, the present distance, which the Reform Bill states shall be the distance 
with regard- to boroughs. 

5^94. From the county boundary? — Yes. 

549.5. Jhen if any paity was living at a greater distance, you would require 
him to have a 10 ^. freehold r — Yes. ^ 

5496. Chairman.] That is with a view to get rid of the purchase of property 
simply for the creation of votes?— Yes; I have understood, and I do not suppose 
that it will he denied, that a very large number of votes have been manufactured 
in Manchester, Staleybridge and other places, for the purpose of altering the 
majority in the West Hiding of Yorkshire. I think that such a clause as that in 
the Reform Bill, or in any new Bill brought in to amend the Eeform Bill, would 
effectually prevent a body of men associating themselves together with a view of 
altering what I call the legitimate majority of the county. 

5497. You look upon a vote as incident to property, and not at property .as 
being the subject of a vote ?— I think so ; not certainly to property as beins the 
subject of a vote. 

5498. No person living a distance buys property worth 40 s. a-year, except for 
the purpose of a vote ?— I should say not ; because it must be a very great trouble 
to collect all those little sums of money. 

5499. Therefore you look upon these small freeholds in the hands of absentees 
as mere purchases for the pm-pose of votes?— Entirely so. 

5500. Mr. Villiers.] Do you think it objectionable that any person should hold 
any property in the county unless he resides there?— Ko; I would allow any 
pereon residing in or near the county to acquire a 405 . freehold, but a person 
living at a certain distance from the county boundary should have an increased 
qualification for non-residence. 

5501. Have you any reason to believe that any fictitious votes have been 
created in the county of Sussex by persons resident in Manchester? — Oh, yes, I 
think there have been. 

5502. Will you explain what you mean by fictitious votes? — A fictitious 
vote I consider to be a vote that is made merely for the purpose of giving A.,B. 
or C. a vote in the comity, he having no interest whatever in the county ; 
that is what I caU a fictitious vote ; and I should say, that a person residing 
in Manchester with only a 40 s. freehold would merely have an equivalent to a 
fictitious voto- 

55 <> 3 * You do not mean, then, when you talk of a fictitious vote, a vote being 
conferred on a person not in possession of the title-deed, and who does not pay 
the purchase-money ? — I think if a person is not in possession of the deed he is 
not in pos, session of the vote. 

5504. What you mean by a fictitious vote is this : a person purchasing pro- 
perty in a county in which he does not reside, merely for the pmpose of obtaining 
a vote ; you do not suspect him, as I understand, of not having paid the money 
hond Jide, or of not being bond jide possessed of money to that amount ? — It is 
lather difficult to answer that question ; a person may or he may not be in that 
position. 

5505- Have you any reason to believe that what is really a fictitious vote has 
been created in the county of Sussex? — Yes. 

5506. Will you give the Committee an instance? — With respect to Mr. Cobden, 
I doubt very much whether his is not a case of a fictitious vote ; he has bought of 
Mr.Manfield, and Iwilltell you why I think that is a fictitious vote ; that Mr.Man- 
field sold his property to a Mr. James, not selling the freehold in the first instance, 
but selling rent-charges upon the property, and afterwards making a conveyance 
of the fee *. now, I believe that that will completely come under the Splitting 
Act, and therefore there is no conveyance whatever ; the whole conveyance is 

invalid. 

5507* You doubt whether the fee was properly conveyed from Mr. Manfield to 
Mr. James ? — I do not think that it was. 

5508. You are speaking to a fact, and I wish to know whether you have any 
'fflowledge of that fact ; this is a question of a fictitious vote, and you believe 
that Mr. Cobden has a fictitious vote, and you believe that it is a fictitious vote, 
because the fee never passed; that no conveyance was ever made from Mr. Man- 
tteld or Mr. James to Mr. Cobden ? — I believe that rent-ebarges were granted 
upon the property on the 29 th of January, and that then, after the rent-charges 
granted, the conveyance was made iu fee. 

0 - 41 . XX4 5509. Explain 
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5509. Explain how you malce that out to be fictitious ? — Because it comes 
tlie Splitting Act, which declares that it is not a legal conveyance ? 

5509 * Somebody is in possession of the foe, who is lie? — Mr. Manfield 

5510. Bid Mr. Manfield create rent-charges upon that jiropcrty? fw 

doubt that he did, but under certain coiidition.s made with Mr. James. ^ 

55 1 2. What conditions ? — I believe they were, that Mr. James should afte 

the 30 th of January, have a coiivoyauce in foe made to him. ’ ^ 

5513. You do not state that of your own knowledge ? — No. 

5514. What I understand you to say now is, that Mr. Manfield was the owapr 

of the freehold property, and that Mr. Manfield graiiti'd certain ront-charaes t 
Mr. James, who you do not deny paid for those rent-charges ?- I do not 
anything about tliat. ^ 

5515. Is the Sussex Agricultural Express and Comity Advertiser, tlic protection 

newspaper in the county of Sussex, cinploycMl liy the society?— We employ it- 
we advertise in it; if that is what you mean hy cnijiloying it. ^ ’ 

5516. Are you awai-e of this paper having uiKlertakcn to provide people with 
qualifications to vote ?— I think I saw some time in January last an advertisement 
signed by Mr. Baxter, but I know nothing at all about that advertisement. 

5517. Not an advertisement, but an undertaking on the part of the proprietors 
of the paper that they would furnish any persons calling at their office with qua- 
lifications ? — I know nothing about that. 

55 1 8. That was assisting in the proceedings of tlio Protection Society, and you 
say that this is a paper that you use ? — We advertise in it. 

55 ' 9 - ever see in that paper in which the Protection Society advertise, 

this paragraph, “ The Anti-Corn Law League have commenced their labouisof 
purchasing freeholds in Sussex. Their plan is, to invest any person who will pay 
them 63 /. with a county vote. We, however, are in a position to supply pro- 
tectionists with the qualification for 60 /., being 3 /. less, and therefore, any person 
who may be anxious to become a voter for East Sussex, can attain bis object hy 
remitting us that amount, with his proper name and address have you not seen 
that ?— Oh, yes, I recollect having seen it, but I had iiotliing whatever to do ivith 
that; it is not done by our society, it is Mr. Baxter’s own private affair. 

5520. Chairman.^ Who is Mr. Baxter?— llo is the editor of the paper. 

55 ' 2 1 . You have no share in it r — No, nor has the society. 

5522. Mr. Fi/Zier^.] Except that they advertise in it, and use it as their own 
paper ? — ^They advertise in it. 

5523* It is the organ of that society? — It writes in favour of protection, 

I^*^ not you think that manufacturing gentlemen, like 
Mr. Cobden, of London, purchasing- a 40 s. rent-charge at Brighton and other 
plaees, for the purpose of qualifying for the county, in order to create votes to 
such an extent as should swamp tlie county constituency, is highly objectionable? 
— I think so. ^ o j 

5525* Is not that one reason why the Sussex Protection Society determined to 
thwart the objects of those gentlemen? — I do not know that the Aiiti-Com 
League at the time of the formation of the society had commenced inter- 
fering with the qualification of voters. I do not recollect that they bad ever 
interfered before ; therefore I cannot say that the Sussex Society was foimed for 
the purpose of meeting the Anti-Corn Law League in opposition as to tbe regis- 
tration of votes. 

5526. Chairman.'] Then the Protection Society of Sussex ■was formed merely 
for the sake of keeping up the jirotection to the importation of foreign com, 
which was passed in the Bill of Sir Robert Peel of 1842 ?— The object of the 
Protection Society, no doubt, was to counteract, as much as they could, tbe effect 
of the speeches which were Iseing made about the county by the hired agents of 
the Anti-Corn Law League. 

5527- I understand you to say that it was not to thwart the views of the Anti- 
Coin Law League? — Yes, it was. 

552b. Mr. Villiers.] Being well acquainted with the county, could you infonn 
the Committee whether the tenants generally are tenants at will in the county ot 
Sussex? — I think they are generally yearly tenants. I only speak of my ownp^ 
of Sussex, near Horsham, in the clay soil ; but 1 do not know bow it is on the 
lull. I have no doubt that there are a great many leases gi’anted on the hill- 

5529 " Have you any doubt that the tenants at will always vote according to tbe 
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5530. Have j-on a great many free-traders in Sussex ?-I think that there are iTj^TTii'e 

very tew indeecl. ^ 

5531. Are the proprietors free-traders generally ?-No, certainly not- quite 
the contrary; there are some proprietors who are free-traders; but I do not think 
they would obtain their tenants to vote with their landlords. 

5532. Not the tenants at will ?— No tenant at all. I do not believe that any 

tenant who is a tenant to a fi-ee-trader, but who is not a free-trader himself will 
vote with his landlord. * 

5532.* If there are any tenants who are free-traders will they vote for free- 
traders if their landlords are protectionists?— I presume so. 

. 5533- You think that there are such free-ti-aders who would take that course 
m the county or oussex? — Yes. 

5534. Are they tenants-at-will ?— Yes, both tenants at will and leasehold 
tenants. 

5535. Mr. a Berheley.] You think if a free-trader had a tenant who was a 
protectionist, that he would not vote for a free-trader, unless forced to do so r— 

I feel sure of it. 

5536- Mr. M Gibmn.-] Does this paper generally gire a correct representation 
of the objects of your society, and its origin?— I do not know ; wo have nothin" 
whatever to do with writing the leading articles of that paper; it may or may 

5537. Because in an article here, upon the Agricultural Protection Society, it 

states that “ the inducements which the agricultural interest have for their jire- 
sent movement are, that if Sir Robert Peel intends to diminish protection, they 
should be in a position to resist such an invasion of justice ?” No doubt. 

5538. The object was to resist Sir Robert Peel, just as much as tlie Anti-Coni 
Law League? — Yes, if he lessened protection. 

5.S39. And to resist the county Members if they did that ?— The county Mem- 
bers never did do it. ^ 

5540. They have all been united?— Lord March, Mr. Darby, Mr. Fuller-, 

Mr. Frewin, are all most decided protectionists. ’ 

5541. Was not one of the objects of the society to coerce the county Members ? 

—Certainly not ; I have no doubt that it had some effect upon them. 

5542. In coercing the county Members r^I do not say in coercing them, but 
I have no doubt that it had an effect in influencing the county Members. 

5543- Mr. Villiers.'l Were they more successful in that than in coercing the 
Government ?— I do not know that ; I hope that we shall he pretty^ccessful in 
turning the Government out. 

5544. Mr. Af. Gibson."] Was Mr. Darby a member of your society, the late 
Member for Sussex ? — Yes. 

5545- And continues to be so ? — Yes. 

5546. An continues to be an opponent of Sir Robert Peel’s policy ? — No doubt 
about it. 

5547- Has he taken any active part in the society lately ? — Not since he was 
made a Commissioner of Enclosures. 

^ 5548. Does he hold an office under the Government ? — Yes, he is a Commis- 
sioner of Enclosures. 

5549. He continues to subscribe to your Protection Society ? — He has not 
subscribed since his appointment, because we have not called in any subscriptions, 
having money enough without ; but I cannot say that he would. 

, 5550. Do you consider him still a member of your society? — No doubt we do, 
till he withdraws his name. 

5551. Mr. Villiers.] Does the editor of tliis newspaper, Mr. Baxter, take an 
active part in your society? — Yes. 

5552. Is he a member of the committee? — ^He is. 

5553. yii’. Nmdegate.] Still the society does not consider this paper as belong- 
iJig in any way to them, nor that they are responsible for any part of it except 
such advertisements as they may insert ? — Certainly not. 

5554- Chairman^ Is any contribution made to the funds which maintain that 
paper by your society? — Certainly not. 

5555- Have they any control over that paper? — None whatever. 

0.41. YY 5556. Mr. 
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5556. Mr. Villkrs.l Chiche.9tcr is not in your division, is it? How do v 

mean in our division? 

55.57* I thought you were for one division of the county ? — 1 am the secretary- 
there is hut one society, and I am the Jionorary seeretary of that society. 

555S. Was that meeting tlie famous meeting called in Chichester in the winter 
wlien you burnt the “ Times” ncwsjiaper, — called by the Protectionist Society?— 
No doubt of it. ^ ' 

55, 59- Did your committee attend when they were burning the “ Times” news 
paper? — I cannot say; with reference to the paper, it was done by a pcrsonwlio 
was not a member of the society. 

George T)em{pntcr, Esq., Examined. 

5560. Mr. VilUers.'] You are a solicitor at Brighton, I believe r — I am. 

5561. Arc you coniKicted witli the JSussex Society for the l^rotection of Api- 
culture ? — I am a member of that society. 

5562. Do you act professionally for it ? — No, I do not. 

5563. You are a member of the managing committee? — I believe I am not a 
member of that ; I am a moinber of some of the committees, but \ do not think 1 
am a member of the central committee, but I am not sure of that ; I am a mem- 
ber of the society, and an active member of the society. 

5564. Ai’e you cognizant of all their proceedings ? — To a very great extent. 

,5565. Will you just state to the Committee your ap])relicnslon of the purpose 

for which the society has been formed, and for wliidi it acts ?— The purpose for 
wliicli it was formed was tlic protection of agriculture. 

5566. There have been so many definitions given to the expression, “pro- 
tection to agriculture,” that, perhaps, you will explain a little more fully what you 
mean : you mean, perhaps, the upholding of the corn law^s ? — Wliat I understand 
is, that it was for the .sustentation of that particular description of protection then 
existing. 

.55^^7- Then whatever protection exists this society upholds ? — Tlic then existing 
protection. 

.5568. What protection is that; do you ref(*r t<» the one before 1842?~-No, 
the oim since 1842 ; the existing com laws. 

5569. Tiicn it will be npboldiiig the inotection of 1842? — Yes. 

.5570- The sustontatioii of tliis jirotoction was to be elfectod by certain means 
which this society had hi view when it was formed ? — I suppose so. 

557 1 . Could you tell the Committee what tliosc means were which they thought 
would be advisable to uphold protection ? — If T had a co])y of the rules in my 
hand, I could do so ; a body of rules was framed for tliat object, which would 
speak for themselves, but I do not remember them. 

5572- You have taken an active part in the proceedings of the society? — Ves, 
certainly. 

5573- Will you tell the Committee the sort of proceedings you have taken, in 
order to further the society’s views ? — I have attended their oommittoes, and have 
attended meetings in the county, district mcctingn, and other meetings; I have 
attended them with several jiensons connected with tlic county, and have advocated 
and promoted their views among the hearers at the public meetings. 

5574* You have addressed the public meetings? — I have done so, but not so 
much as many other persons. 

5575* With respect to interference at elections, what has been done in that 
way ? I am not aware that any tiling lias been done in that way, except as regards 
the registration of voters. 

5576. Does the society attend to the registration ? — Yes, they have^done so; at 
least they have set on foot the means of attending to the registration ; they have 
not attended to the registration themselves ; as yet there has been no opportunity- 

5577* This resolution, was come to on the part of the society of attending to 
the registration of voters in January last, was it not ? — I really do not remember. 

^ 5578. It was subsequent to the formation of the society ? — It was certaiiJy 
since the time when the society was formed ; it was not concurrent with the 
formation of the society. 

^5579- What led to this determination on the part of the society to interfere 
with the registration?^! believe it was in consequence of the Anti-Go^Laff 
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League having made some very rapid strides in that direction ; it was intended to 
counteract their proceedings to a certain extent. 

5580. Being a professional man, and having taken an active j>art iii this matter 
you are aware that persons intending to be placed on the register must have 
possessed their qualification before the 30 th, or on the 30 th of January last ?~ 
Certainly I am. 

5581. Do you know whether any steps were taken to place them on the register 

before the SOtli of January last by the Protection Society ? — Certainly not ; I am 
certain, to the best of my information, that no such steps were taken at all by 
the Protection Society. ^ 

5582. Do I understand you to distinguish the society from the active member’s 
of the society ?— Not at all ; I mean that the society, in attending to the regis- 
tration, have set on foot the making of objection.? and the making of claims, but 
those objections and claims do not require to be made yet. 

5583. The property claimed for must have been in the possession of the claim- 
ant before the 30 th of January last ?— Yes ; but the only thing that they have 
addi-essed themselves to is the revision of the register, the purgation of it, I may 
call it. 

5584. Do you mean that no active members of the committe have recommended 
or invited persons to obtain qualifications with a view to vote? — I do not say 
that individual members may not have done so ; I have done that myself ; and I 
do not say that individual members of the society have not advised others to 
obtain qualifications to vote. 

5585. Will you tell the Committee what, as an active member of that society, 
you have done towards getting votes on the register, for increasing the qualifi- 
cations, and increasing the amount of voters by conferring qualifications for 
that purpose? — I have prepared, in my professional capacity as an attorney, 
reut-cliarges for persons who, I believe, have purchased with a view to votes, 

5586. Chairman?^ As a member of the society, have you done that ? — No. 

5587. Mr. VilUers.l Did you ever invite any body to take up a qualification, or 
to purchase a qualification for this purpose V — I do not remember ever having 
invited — it is very likely that I may have advised persons to do so. 

5588. Did you ever put an advertisement into the newspai)er to that effect ? — 
I think I did. 

5589. To the effect of urging them to obtain qualifications in order to vote? — 
I do not know whether it was an advertisement or not ; I believe that there was an 
announcement of that description in the paper, but I do not recollect the exact ternas. 

5590. Were the paitics to come to youi’ office in order to get those qualifica- 
tions ? — I believe so. 

559 •• Is this the advertisement which you arc alluding to — “ To the Friends 
of Agriculture. Persons wishing to procure qualifications for East or West Sussex, 
may obtain the same by applying to Mr. George Demjjster, 61 , Sliij)-street, Brigh- 
ton. N.B. In order to entitle tiie voter to be on the next register, lie must pur- 
chase before the end of the present month ? ” — I believe that that was put in by 
my authority. 

5592. You have not a doubt about it ? — No, not the slightest ; the reason why 
I say “ I believe,” is, that until you mentioned it I had forgotten ic. 

5593. Had you much success; did many pei-sons in consequence of that adver- 
tisement come to your office ? — Several persons. 

5594. Will you just tell us what they did ; how it was that you qualified them ? 
— I am not sure that any person in particular applied in consequence of that 
advertisement, but there were persons who applied subsequently to it. 

5595 - Will you just acquaint the Committee with the form of qualifying a 
person applying at your office ; what did you do ? — Some of them applied to me to 
obtain them votes, and to some of them I granted rent-charges. 

5596. Had you a money price for that ? — Yes. 

5597 * Hid they bring the money? — Yes, they either paid it themselves, or in 
some instances through their solicitors ; when a person applied to me to obtain 
a qualification, I usually recommended him to go to his own attorney, suggesting 
that he might possibly have some means of purchasing property more suitable to 
him than I could in the division he wished to be qualified in, and that if unsuc- 
cessful, I would undertake to procure the qualification. 

5598 - You made out the conveyance? — I did in the latter case, if there was a 
conveyance. 

0.14. yy 2 5599. Did 
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5599. Did you receive the money from tliem? — Yos. 

5600. Were rent-chaio'cs at your dispnsjil for that pui*pogG ? — They were 

charges gmntod out of pro}>erty belonging to myself. *^®*^*'* 

5601. Who paid the costs of the conveyance ? — The parties did. 

5602. Chairman.'] And the purchase-money also? — Yes. 

,'^603. Mr. Craven Berkeley.] At the time the conveyance was made, I suppose? 

5604. Mr. Villier.s.] Can you toll us how many votes were created in that way? 

— I am not in a situation to say, but it was a very limited number ; I should L' 
not more than 10 or 12 ; those were persons iinmodiatoly connected with tho 
county, whom I know very well ; strangers I was not in tho liabit of havincr any 
thing to do with on the subject. ° ^ 

5605. Did other active nieiiibcrs of the committee pursue the same course?— 

No, I believe not ; I believe that some other professional men in the county wb 
were members of the society, proceeded in tho same way to qualify persoiis by 
rent-charges, and so on, in the county. ^ 

5606. Professional men, who were members of the society ?— Yes, but it\yas 
not confined to those who were members. 

5607. But each in his jiarticulav locality did what ho could in this wayr-I 
could not say that ; I am aware that they liave done .so, but not to what extent. 

5608. Has any notice been taken of this advertisement, or of this mode of 
creating votes by the society itself?— Not to my knowledge. 

56119. Have you made any return of tho number of poi-sons you qualified?— 
Not the slightest. 

5610. Has there been any meeting held since? — Yes, several. 

5611. Has there been any discussion as to the progress made in counteracting 
the progress of the League? — Yes. 

5612. But no mention ever made of tho number of votes put on the register ?— 
No, but the matter lias been discussed ; and it was decided by the society that 
they would have nothing at all to do with tho creating of votes as a society. 

5613. At any meeting did the active members of the committee render any 
account? — Not the slightest; on tho contrary, it wiia expressly shut out from 
discussion ; it was entered u]>on to a certain extent, and discussed ; and then the 
thing was said not to be within their proviiico at all in confining themselves to 
tlio registration. 

.5614. Chairman.] Had you received instructions from tho society to create 
these votes? — Not at all. 

5615. Mr. ViUiers.] Tlic thing wms discussed, you say, ami it was thought advis- 
able not to be proceeded with ?— No ; exu-tain members thought it advisable to be 
proceeded with, but it was repudiated as not being part of tho business of the 
society. 

56 1 6. They thought it advisable that the society should have nothing to do with 
it? — Certainly. 

5617’ R was after that discus.sion that this advertisement was inserted ?— I ani 
not certaiii ; but my impression is, that that advertisement appeared before the 
meeting I am speaking of. 

5618. Can you give the Committee the date of that meeting ?— No, I cannot. 

5619. You have no recollection whether it w'as iu January or February last?— 
1 should say in all probability in Jaimai’)^ but 1 would rather not say for certain. 

5620. Was that a meeting at which tho Duke of Richmond was present?—! 
am really not in a situation to say ; I do not remember, but I think it is probable 
that lie was there. 

5621. Have you attended many meetings ? — Yes, nearly all the meetings held 
at Brighton, and some at other places. 

5622. Has the Duke of Richmond generally l)cen pre.sent ? — The Duke of 
Richmond has been present two or three times when I have been there at 
Brighton ; I do not remember to have seen him at the meetings at Lewes. 

5623. He takes a great interest in the society, does not he?— I believe so; he 
is president of the society, and chainnau of the central committee too, I thinlc. 

5624. Do you know if the proceedings of the society are referred to him; does 
he sign the proceedings as chairman ? — Only the Tiroceedings of the meetings, I 

apprehend. 

5625-6. I believe Ins son sits for the county, does not he?*-Ho does, for the 
vvestem division. 

5627. D® 
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5627. Do you consider that the “Sussex Adrertiser” is the organ of the g 

jirotection party ? — Certainly not. ‘ ' ’ 

5628. The “ Sussex Express, I mean? — No, I hardly know what to say about 10 June 18+6 
that ; it is not the recognized organ of the society, to my knowledge. 

5629. They do not repudiate the sentiments, do they? — No. 

5630. They advertise in it, do not they?— Certainly j and to that extent it is 
a paper that is understood to be friendly to the society, certainly. 

5631. Mr. Newdegate.'] But the society has no power over that paper ?— Cer- 
tainly not; nor any connexion with it, except that it is understood to he a con- 
servative paper in the county. 

5632. Mr. Villiers.'] Do you know Mr. Baxter ?— Yes. 

5633. He h^ done a little in creating votes in that sort of way, has not 
he? — No, I believe he has done nothing whatever ; I know that all the applica- 
tions he had, he used to send to me. 

5634. Did you ever read an invitation which he inserted in the paper?— I have 
heard that there was one, but I am not conscious of ever having read it. 

5635. Did you ever observe this passage in that paper, « We, however, are in 
a position to supply protectionists with the qualification for CO L, being 3 1 . less” 
than the Anti-Corn-Law League, “ and therefore any person who may be anxious 
to become a voter for East Sussex can attain his object by remitting us that amount, 
with his proper name and address” ?— No, I never saw that before. 

5636. Mr. Baxter used to send to you the persons who applied to him? — He 
sent me the names of several, but, of course, I cannot say that he sent me all. 

5637. What was the sum that they used to pay you ?— The persons who pur- 
chased rent-charges of me paid me 50 1 . for a 42 s. rent-charge ; two guineas the 
rent-charge was, and according to my impression I think the expenses were 6 1 . , 
that was 56 /. 

5638. Then persons could get qualified for the east or west division of Sussex 
for 66/. ? — Yes ; persons could get qualified for 56 but I could not qualify more 
than a limited number ; the property selected enabled me to qualify a certain num- 
ber, and therefore any other persons that applied must have purchased other 
property between them. 

5639. Do you think it possible to have done that 3 1 . cheaper than the Anti- 
Corn-Law League could do it ? — I never entered into the calculation ; they 
might have bought a vote for 20 /. at Brighton ; a certain number of persons may 
have joined themselves together, and have purchased a property jointly, which 
would give to each of them a vote, and their individual sbai*e of the purchase- 
money would not amount to more than 20 1 ., but that is a very different thing 
from a rent-cliargc. 

5640. Ckah'maii.^ In what way could that be done for 20 /. ; will you explain 
that to the Committee ; do you mean that they could get a 40 s. freehold for 20 /.? 

— Yes; but then that species of property is subject to very large deductions for 
repairs and inferior tenants ; it is a bad property ; but when a man purchases a 
rent-charge, properly secured, he expects to get something like 4 /. per cent, for 
his outlay. 

5641. Mr. filliers.'] Are you aware of what Mr. Baxter stated being the case, 
that the League proposed to invest any person who paid the sum of 63 /. with a 
county vote? — I was not aware at the time of their having made that statement; 

I was aware that they invited persons to come to be qualified ; at one of the 
meetings at which Mr. Cobden was present, they said so. 

5642. Mr. Baxter did not tell you that he had undertaken to do it for 3 /. less 
than the League could; he merely sent the persons to you, and you did it 
for 56 /. ? — No ; I never qualified any persons that he sent to me.. 

5643. Do you mean that they were not bond fide persons ? — No ; but I did not 
happen to have any property that would suit them, 

,‘5644. What became of those persons ; were they sent on to the next solicitor ? 

—I know nothing at all of* them after their application; I believe they have not 
been qualified ; I do not sup])ose there were more than three or four of them who 
came to me. 

564.5. Do you know who the agent is who is employed to attend the register 
on behalf of the Protection Society the next time that the i-evising barrister goes 
round ? — I am not aware of any person having been named, but, in all probability, 
it will be myself, because I have attended in the county for some years. 

0.41. Y V 3 5646. What 
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5646. What they have undertaken to do is, to substantiate olaims and to 
objections ? — To substantiate claims and to make olijectious. 

5647. That is, that if any of tlieir voters ])ut in thoir claims, they will siih.it 
tiate their claims? — Yes, if they tliink them tunable. 

5648. And they are to do that of course out of tlio funds of the society?-! 

apprehend so. ^ 

5649. And those funds, I believe, arc eonsidornblc ? — I am not aware of wh 

the amount of them is, but I should say they arc not eousidorable for that pmm^ 
for it ia a very expensive operation. ^ ^ 

5650. Which is expensive, the c.voation of the votes, or tho attending to tlie 
registration ? —The attending pro]>erly to i-egistration iu tho two divisions of the 
county becomes a very expensive niuttuv. 

5651. Are the society raising money now for that purpose ?~ 1 think not- Uo 

not think there has been any a[>plicatio7i of late. ’ 

5652. Do yon knowwlicthor they have ever re(!('ived money from the ceutral 
society in London? — I tliiiik I may say, c.ortainly not. 

5^53- They are in communication witli tho central society ?— I believe so. 

5654. Is there one unifonn plan for the -whole country, which has been com- 
municated by the central society, and adopted by the bi-anchos ?— Not to my 
knowledge. 

.5655* Chairman.'] Are they branches of the centml society ?~No. 

565C. Mr. Neiodegate.] Would your society feci tiicmsolves bound by any 
resolution of the central society? — Certainly not- 

.'5657. Nor feel themselves bound to execute any directions given by the central 
society ? — Certainly not. 

56.58. Mr. Fi///e;w.] Do you know whether the Duke of Richmond is president 
of the society in Bond-street? — I believe ho is. 

5659. And he is also your president ? — Yes. 

5660. Can you tell tho Committee ■^vhat is tho largest sum that has been 
collected in any one year for the purposes of the socnety ? — I really cannot, I do 
not recollect ; I am not in a situation to say at all, but I am sure that the funds 
are by no means too largo for the object. 

5661. Chairman.] What nimibor of jinlljng places have you in Sussex alto- 
gether; you say tho society oxteiula over both divisions, Ea.st and West Sussex? 
— There are 13 or 14 j»)lling ])laces. 

56O2. Mr. VUUeT.t.] Is there anyotlicrhiadingjtorson in tho county who attends 
the meetings so regularly as tlie Duke of Ulolimond ?— 1 think there are a great 
number of other gentlemen resident in the county who attend. 

5663. Any peers ?— 1 think not. 

5664. He is tire only peer that attends ? — I think not ; the Duke of Norfolk 
used to attend before he resigned. 

5665. He has resigned, has he? — Yes. 

5666. I believe ho has given up the jn'otoctionists ? — Yes, ho has. 

5667. The object of what is called jirotectioii to agriculture, being to uphold 
the corn-laws when they are repealed, will tho Protection Society be done awy 
■with ? — That I cannot say. 

. 5668. There has been no mci.ting to take tluit into eoirsldoration ?— Not ataO. 

5669. Mr. Milnar Gibson.] Was thoi’u any nndurstandiiig of those parties to 
whom you conveyed tho votes, as to how tlusy should vote?— Certainly not; not 
at all ; I sold them the qualification just as I should any other person that came 
to my office, whom I knew. 

5670. You knew them, I suppose, to be friends to protection? — Certainly 

5^7J* Mr. Villic 7 's.] You intended, by that advertisement, to invite merely the 

friends to protection? — Certainly ; I should not have qualified a corn-law leaguer, 
certainly. 

5672* Mr. Milner Gibsonl] Is this Protection Society simply for the purpoM 
of tire corn-laws, or is it what is called Protection to Native Industry ?—R is 
calle_^d Protection to Native Industry now, that is one of the names of the. society. 

.5673. What are the principles to which the members arc bound?— I under- 
stand them to be bound to uphold protection to agriculture. . 

5674. Protection to agriculture only? — I do not say only that; that is one of 
tfieir principles. 

567.5' Are they also bound to exercise their influence at elections in support of 

protection ?— Certainly not. 

5676. Are 
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5676. Are your county jMeinbers members of your society ?— 1 believe they 
are, for East Sussex and West Sussex too. ^ 

5677- object of your society to counteract the present policy of Her 

Majesty's Government ? — I should say uo, certainly not, that is not the object of 
the society. 

567S. Ml'- VilUevs.^ Opposing the commercial policy of the present Govern- 
ment? — lhat ^vas not the object of the society; the object “was to sustain the 
existing protection to agriculture; that may be the effect of their exertions. 

5679. You are aware that tlie policy of the present Government is to allow the 
trade in corn to he free ?— Certainly. 

5680. The object of the society is to counteract that ? — It was not the object 
of the society, but it will be the effect of it if they are successful. 

5681. Mr. Milner Gibson.'] It is for that object that they are now working? 

For the purpose of continuing protection to agriculture ; hut not for the purpose 
of o))posing any Government wliatever ; their object is to support protection to 
j^i'icuiture, under whatever form. 

56811. Supposing the present Corn Laws were repealed, would those funds be 
raised for the purpose of acting u]3on the register so as to afford the means for its 
replacement? — Tliat would depend upon what was done by the society afterwards; 
their niles do not embrace that. 

5683. Was there any conversation between you and Mr. Burrell, relative to 
the creation of voters previously to the insertion of that advertisement ? — I have 
no doubt that there has been conversation, but I do not remember any psirticular 
conversation ; I have no doubt I had convertation with him about it ; it was very 
generally talked of. 

5684. Mr. Villiersi] Do you mean that that advertisement was the subject of 
general conversation? —No; the object of the society was the subject of general 
conversation ; it was understood that the Anti-Corn Law League were qualifying 
a great number of persons at Brighton. 

5685. Mr. Milner Gibson.] Had you any conversation with the Duke of Rich- 
mond upon the subject of the purchase of votes ? — Never. 

5686. Mr. Viltie 7 's.] He was favourable to counteracting the objects of the 
League, I believe? — Certainly ; he was president of the society. 

5687. You have never heard him say, Avhether it was either within or not 
mtiiiu the province of the society to procure qualifteations for voters? — My 
apprehension is, as I stated before, that he was present at the meeting when the 
subject Avas mentioned by some members, and it Avas decided at that meeting 
that it Avas not within the province of the society to interfere with the creation of 
votes, and that no portion of their funds was directly or indirectly to l)e used for 
that purpose, and, so far as I understood, that was his opinion as chairman of that 
meeting, but I never had any convei-sation Avith him on the subject. 

5688. You do not act professionally for hiin?~No. 

5689. Who does? — Mr. Freeland acts for him at Chichester. 

5690. You are not able to inform the Committee whether the Duke of Rich- 
mond has been doing that service in the cause which you seem to have been doing, 
of granting qualifications to persons for the creation of votes ? — I am not able 
to say. 

5691. The landed propi-ietors in Sussex genei-ally became very active in this 
matter, before and at the meeting in January? — I cannot say that they were veiy 
active -with reference to votes, because the number of votes created was so ex- 
tremely small. 

5692. Have yon reckoned them up ?— No ; but I know how many I prepared ; 
I do not suppose that there were more than a dozen. 

5693. You do not know how many other persons granted, who acted in the 
same way ? — I think I could undertake to say that there were not 24 votes for 
the Avhole county by persons connected Avith us ; they were confined to persons 
belonging to the county. 

5694. Those that you qualified ? — Yes. 

5695. Chairman.] Were they persons of substance? — They were. 

5696. Mr. 'ViUiers.] But not men possessing property before this ? — ^Yes, they 
yere persons generally who possessed property in one district of the county, but 
it so happened that they had no property in another ; for instance, persons resi- 
dent near the eastern division of the county had all their property in West 
h»U8sex, and had obtained no vote for the east. 

0.41. Y y 4 5697 You 
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5897, You do not see any objection to a person liaviiin- property in fl, 
division TOting for the eastern ?— I do not see any objietiou to person^*'*® 
the district, because I consider the division between the counties to he rn 
artificial line for the purpose of the election; I consider that a iiersn l 
same interest in the county, whether ho resides in the cast or the west " 
5698- Do you object to a person having .a vote hi Sussex whoso pronertvic- 
Surrey ?~He has not so great an interest in the county because loiL^ “ 
man, instead of being a Sussex man. ^ 

.5699, You object to any person having a vote who does not reside .1 
county?— I cannot say that I do; I never made any objection of that t, 
I think that persona who arc not part of tho natural constituency ahnuH 1, ‘ 
a different qualification from those who reside in or very near tho county 

5700. Do you think it objectionable that a London man should have a vote w 
Sussex unless he resides in Sussex ?— No. “ * 

3701. In that you see no impropriety ? — None. 

,5702 Am I to understand that that remark would apply to Lancashire as well 
as London ?~I have not given tho subject a great deal of imnsideratim 

5703. Vou have not heard of any practical evils resulting from peraons residk. 
at a distance liawng votes ?-No ; no practical evils, because the practice Ita^ 
only grown up of late, to bring persons from a long distance to qualify them, 
selves for votes in other comities. ^ 

’’'‘V apprehend any miseliief from persons 

coming from a distance, having a vote in Sussex ?— I really do not know. 
in I think, when you spoke of persons possessing property 

in the county, what you meant was this, that you see no objection to a person 
poss^mg property whicli ho holds for other purposes tiiaii those of voting, bavin, 
a vote which is contingent upon that property ? — Assuredly ° ° 

5706. But you have an objection to the simple purchase of such property for 
the mere qualification of himself and others ?~I do, when it is a persoi ancon- 
nected with the constituency in any way. ^ 

,po7. Mr. ArUner Gi/um.] Have you any claim now upon tho Protection So- 
ciety in Sussex for professional aid ?— None at all. 

y™ ““‘'"ig?— Nothing at all; certainly not ; it isjustpos- 
sibfo that there may bo some disbursements which I may Inivo made, hut I do not 
know ; they do not owe mo any thing for professional services. 

fly Kre ■ 1 11 disbm-sements bo for ?— Purliaps some trifling sum for 

ffy-lure, and other little matters. ° 

advertisement, for instance ?-No, I should not bare 
charged them with that advertisement. 



appendix. 
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APPENDIX. 



Appendix, No. 1. 



DRAFT OF A 

BILL to amend the Law respecting the Registration of Voters. 



^ WHEREAS by an Act passed in the sixth year of the reign of Her present Majesty, 
intituled, “ An Act to amend the Law for the Registration of Persons entitled to vote, and 
to define certain Rights of Voting, and to regulate certain Proceedings in the Election of 
Members to serve in Parliament for England and Wales,” a- certain clause and provisions 
empowering Revising Barristers in certain cases to grant costs, were enacted for the preven- 
tion of the making or attempting to sustain groundless or frivolous and vexatious claims or 
objections, or titles to have any names inserted or retained in any List of Voters, and also 
for the protection and indemnification of persons who should have been needlessly and im- 
properly put to inconvenience and expenses thereby : 

And whereas it has been found that persons without substance and wholly unable to pay 
such costs have been put forward to make very many such objections, so that such clause 
and provisions have proved, in great measure, useless and of none effect, and it is expedient 
to give further protection and indemnification to persons undoubtedly entitled’ to be upon the 
List of Voters against whom groundless or frivolous objections shall be made; 

BE it therefore Enacted, by TheQUEEN’s most Excellent Majesty, by and with the 
Advice and Consent of the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and Commons, in this present 
Parliament assembled, and by the Authority of the same, THAT such clause and provisions 
shall be and the same are hereby repealed. 

And be it Enacted, That this Act shall henceforth be taken to be part of the said Act as 
fully as if it were incorporated with it. 

And be it Enacted, That in case any person (not being an overseer objecting in the 
manner in the said recited Act mentioned) shall intend to object to any other person upon 
any List of Voters for any county in England or Wales, as not having been entitled on the 
last day of July then next preceding to have his name inserted in any List of Voters for 
such county, every such person so intending to object shall, on or before the Twenty-fiflh 
day of August in that year, in addition to the notices required to be given by the said recited 
Act, give to the Clerk of the Peace of such county a notice, containing the name, description 
and qualification of the person to whom he so intends to object, and to be signed by such 
person objecting, describing his place of abode, according (o the Form numbered 4 in the 
Schedule (A.) to the said recited Act annexed, or to the like effect, and shall also, on or before 
the said Twenty-fifth day of August, cause to be deposited with the Clerk of the Peace for 
such county the sum of Shillings, in respect of each and every person to whom he 

intends so to object. 

And be it Enacted, That every Clerk of the Peace, as soon as may be after the said 
t wenty-fifth day of August in every year, shall cause a list, according to the Form numbered 1 
ia the Schedule to this Act annexed, to be made of the names of all such persons in respect 
of whom such notices shall have been given and such deposits made, together with the names 
S’fid places of abode, as set forth in such notices, of the persons by whom such notices 
shall have been given and deposits made, and shall sign such list, and shall deliver copies 
0 the same to all persons applying for the same, on payment of a price for each copy after 
^ 0 rate contained in the Table numbered l in the Schedule (D.) to the said recited Act 

Z Z annexed; 
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annexed ; and shall also cause such list so signed to be forthwith advertised in one 
newspaper generally circulating in the county to whiqh such list relates; and shall ^ 



cause to be delivered to the Revising Barrister a copy of tlie newspaper containii I’ 
list for the then current year, and also the original notices from which such list shdl h 

been made; and no objection shall be entertained by such Revising Barrister aeai 

qualification of any person (save and except such persons as shall have been objected to 
an overseer objecting in the manner in the said recited Act mentioned), whose name d ^ 
not appear in such list. * 



And he it Enacted, That in case any person (not being an overseer objecting in the 
manner in the said recited Act mentioned) shall in any year intend to object to any other 
person as not having been entitled on the last clay of July next preceding to have his name 
inserted in any List of Voters for any city or borough in England or Wales, every person so 
intending to object shall on or before the Twenty-fillth day of August in that year, in addi- 
tion 10 the notices required to be given by tlie said recited Act to the overseers and the 
persons objected to, give to the Town Clerk of such city or borough a notice of objection 
according to the Form numbered 10 in the Schedule (B.) to the said recited Act annexed 
or to the like effect; and shall also on, or before the said Twenty-fifth day of August, cause 
to be deposited with the said Town Clerk of such city or borough the sum of 
Shillings in respect of each and every such person to whom ho intends so to object. 

And be it Enacted, That every Town Clerk shall, as soon as may be after the said Twenty- 
fifth day of August in every year, cause a list, according to the Form numbered 2 in the said 
Schedule to this Act annexed, to be made of the names of all persons in respect of whom 
such notices shall have been given, and such deposits made, together with the names and 
places of abode, as set forth in such notices, of the persons by whom such notices shall have 
been given and deposits made, and shall sign such list, and publish the same, and deliver 
copies of the same to all persons applying for the same, -on payment of a price for each copy 
after the rate contained in the Table numbored 1 in the Schedule ( D.) to the said recited Aat 
annexed, and shall also, at the opening of the first Revision Court, to be holden each yearin 
and for the said city or borough, cause to be delivered to the Revising Barrister a copy of 
such list so signed, and also the original nolicc.s from which sudi list shall have been made, 
and no objection shall be entertained by such llevising Barrister against the qualification of 
any person, save and e.xcept such persons as shall have liecu objected to by an overeeer 
objecting in the manner in tlie said recited Act mentioned, whose name does not appear in 
such list. 



And be it Enacted, That if in any case it shall ap|Kjar to any Revising Barrister holding 
any court as aforesaid, that any per.son shall have made or attempted to sustain any ground- 
less or frivolous and vexatious claim or objection or title, to have any name inserted or 
retained in any list of voters, it shall be lawful for tiie said Barrister in his discretion to 
make an order for the payment by such person of such sum of money as the said Barrister 
shall think reasonable, not exceeding in any case the sum of pounds for the loss of 

time, expenses and costs of any person -in resisting such claim or objection or title; and in 
every such case the said Barrister shall make an order in writing, sjiecifying tlie sum which 
he shall so order to be paid, and by and to whom the same snm shall be paid, and shall date 
and sign the said order, and deliver it to the person or persons to whom the said sum shall 
therein be ordered to be paid, or to some agent on his behalf, and such order shall be imme- 
diately payable ; and it shall thereupon become and be lawful for the Clerk of the Peaceor 
the Town Clerk respectively, and lie is hereby requii'ed to pay to the bearer of such order, 
upon the production thereof at any time before the Tenth day of November in any year, the 
amount of the sum named therein out of any of the amount of the monies deposited with him 
by the person making such objection and named in such order, to the extent to which such 
monies so deposited will go; and such orders shall be paid by such Clerk of the Peace or 
Town Clerk in the order and priority in which they shall respectively be presented to him, 
and upon payment thereof such orders shall be delivered up to such Clerk of the Peace or 
Town Clerk respectively: Provided always, That in case any monies shall remain in e 
hands of such Clerk of the Peace or Town Clerk respectively upon theTenthdayof 
her in any year after payment of all such orders as shall have been presented to him or 
payment, such Clerk of the Peace or Town Clerk shall, and he is hereby required, upon 
*'equ€st made to him at any time within Three Months after the said Tenth day of 
her by the person so having deposited the same, to return to such person the atoo 
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of the money so remaining in his hands (except such monies as shall be sufficient 
to pay any orders which may be suspended during any appeal, and to abide the event of 
such appeal as hereinafter mentioned) ; and in case the monies so deposited with such 
Clerk of the Peace or Town Clerk respectively, by any pei-soii making any objection as 
aforesaid, shall not be sufficient to discharge and pay all such orders made upon and against 
such person as aforesaid, the Clerk of the Peace and Town Clerk respectively shall indorse 
upon all such orders for payment as shall be presented to them respectively, after the 
monies so deposited shall have been exhausted, either by payment of former orders, or 
retention of monies to meet such orders as shall have been theretofore presented to them, 
and the effect of which shall have been suspended pending an appeal, a certificate that 
such Clerk of the Peace or Town Clerk respectively has no money in his hands applicable 
to the payment of such orders, and thereupon it shall be lawful for any Justice of the 
Peace, and he is hereby required, upon proof befoi'e him that a true copy of the said 
order and certificate hath been served upon or left at the usual place of abode of 
the person in the said order directed to pay such sum, and that such person hath 
refused or neglected to pay the same, to cause the same to be levied by distress and 
sale in the manner directed in the said recited Act for the recovery of fines and costs: 
Provided always, That if the said Barrister shall have made orders for costs against such 
pereon or persons so objecting as aforesaid to the amount so deposited with the Clerk of 
tlie Peace or Town Clerk respectively, and shall afterwards make any further order for 
costs against such person or persons, it shall not be lawful for the said Barrister to hear 
any other objection by such person or persons until the amount of such further order shall 
have been paid, or, in case of appeal, deposited with such Barrister, in manner provided by 
the said recited Act. 

Provided also, and be it Enacted, That such order for the payment of costs as hereinbefore 
is mentioned, shall be made in any case, notwithstanding any party shall have given notice 
of his intention to appeal against any decision of the Revising Barrister in the same case ; 
but in case of such appeal, the said order for the payment of costs shall be suspended, and 
shall abide the event of such appeal, and the Clerk of the Peace or Town Clerk shall, upon 
presentmeut thereof to him, retain in his hands, until the decision of the appeal, the amount 
of the sum mentioned in the said order, if, according to the priority in which such order 
shall be presented to him, he has any monies in his hands applicable to the payment thereof; 
and upon the decision of the said appeal the said Clerk of the Peace or Town Clerk shall, 
upon being requested, pay such amount to the person in whose favour such appeal shall be 
decided; but no appeal shall be allowed or entertained against or only in respect of any 
such orders for the payment of costs. 

And he it Enacted, That in case any person whose name is already upon the register for 
the time being, or any person claiming to have his name inserted in the register, shall think 
proper, he shall be entitled to send, on or before the Twenty-fifth of August in any year 
a notice according to the Form numbered 3 in the Schedule to this Act annexed, addressed, 
in case of voters for the county, to the Clerk of the Peace, and in the case of voters for a city 
or borough, to the Town Clerk, "stating that he intends to prove before the Revising Barrister 
his qualification to be on the List of Voters ; and the Clerk of the Peace and the Town Clerk 
respectively shall forthwith cause a list, according to the Form numbered 4 in the Schedule 
to this Act annexed, to be made of tbe names of persons who shall have sent such notices, 
and shall (at the opening of the first Revision Court of the county, city or borough to which 
such notices relate) deliver a copy of such lists, and also the original notices from wliich 
such lists shall have been made, to tbe Barrister appointed to revise the List of Voters for 
such county or city or borough. 

And be it Enacted, That the persons who shall have sent such notices, and be included in 
such list so made up therefrom, shall be entitled to prove before tbe Revising Barrister their 
qualification to be upon tlie List of Voters, notwithstanding that they have not been 
objected to; and in case such persons shall prove their qualification upon the merits to the 
satisfaction of the. Revising Barrister, he shall write in. the margin oi the lists opposite to 
fhe names of such persons the word “proved;” and he shall alsoin like manner write tbe 
same word opposite to the names of such persons who, haviug been objected to, shall have 
proved their qualification on the merits ; and the word “proved ’’shall be printed in like manner 
in the register, and also inserted in like manner in the lists published by the overseers 
and by the Clerks of the .Peace and Town Clerks respectively. 

0.41. z z 2 Provided 
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notwithstanding 
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Voters, though not 
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Provided always, anti lie it Enacted, That it shall bo lawful for any person wh 
shall be on any List of Voters for any county, city or borough to oppose the nro'of Tit' 
qualification of any person who shall have given notice of his intention to prove his n | b 
tion to have his name inserted in any List of Voters for the same count}-, city or h 
as aforesaid; and such person intending to oppose any such claim and proof shall '""f 
court to be lioldeii as aforesaid for the revision of such list ho admitted to oppose th'” ™ 
by evidence, or otherwise, without any previous or other notice, ami shall have th' 
rights, powers and liabilities as to costs, appeal and other matters relating to the h 
and determination of the said claim and proof as any person who shall have diilyobie 
the name of any other person being retained on any List of Voters, and who shall! ***° 
and prove the requisite notices as in the said recited Act mentioned. 

And belt Enacted, That in case a person opposite to whoso name the word “proved” 
' shall be so placed shall afterwards be objected to, and the person so objected to shall provt 
his qualifioation on the merits, and also prove that such qualification is the same Jhid 
been already in a previous yearproved on the merits, the Revising Barrister shall in all sucii 
cases make an order for costs in the nature of damages iji favour of such person to an 
amount not less than pounds, or more than pounds, to he paid and recovered 

out of the monies so deposited with the Clerk of the Peace or Town Clerk, or by distress in 
the manner hereinbefore provided respecting other orders for payment of costs. 

And be it Enacted, That in all cases when any person shall be proved to the satisfaction 
ot the Revising Bamster to have made, or caused to bo made, or have authorized to be 
made m the name of another, or to have made or caused to he made, or to have anthotized 
another person to make m Ins name a notice of objection, every such person shall, for the 
purpose of costs, be deemed and taken to have made an objection within the meaningof 
this and of the said recited Act, in like manner as f such notice had been actually signed 
by him ; and in all cases an order for costs may be miido agiiinst a person whose nanie 
shall appear to be signed to a notice of objection, without further proof that he has signed 
or sent the same, or authorized it to be signed or sent on his behalf, and notwithstanding 
that such person shall not appear or attempt to appear, or is disabled from appearing in 
support of such objection ; ami any person signing the name of any other person to any such 
notice without having first had the authority of such otiicr person for so doing, shall be 
{fiiilty of a misdemeanor. 



Appendix, No, 2. 



Preamble, and First and Second Clauses, as in former Draft. 

CLAUSES, tluit Objectors shall find a Security for Costs. 

And be it Enacted, That in case any person (not bciii" an overseer objecting in the 
manner ill the said recited Act mentioned) shall in any year intend to object to any other 
person upon any List of Voters for any county in England or Wales, as not having been 
entitled on the last day of July then next preceding to have his mune inserted in any List 
o Voters for such county, eveiy such person so intending to object shall, on or before the 
Twenty-fifth day of August in that year, in addition to the notices required to be given by 
the said recited Act, give to the Clerk of the Peace of .such county a notice, containing the 
name, description and qualification of tlie person to whom he so intends to object, and to be 
signed by such person objecting, describing his place of abode, according to the Form num- 
ered 4 in the Schedule (A.) to the said recited Act annexed, or to the like effect; and 

every person so intending to object, shall find one responsible surety for costs, and cause 

such surety to become bound in manner hereinafter mentioned; (that is to say) up°“ the 
face of each of the notices of objection to be given to the overseer of the poor, and to the 
l^rson objected to,^ as by the sa.id recited Act is mentioned, and to be given to the clerk of 
the peace, as by this Act is mentioned, the words “ surety fur costs” shall be written, and 
immediately under such words the person intending to be surety shall subscribe, in his own 
hand-writing, his name, and also his profession and business (if any), and the place of bis 
abode. 

And be it fm-ther Enacted, That, to qualify any person to become and be such surety, be 
snau be resident within the county, riding, parts or division of a county, for which the person 
0 jec e to shall claim to be entitled to vote, and shall be a housekeeper within such county, 

riding, 
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riding, parts or division of a county, and shall be the o«^ner of goods and chattels to the 
value of Fifty Pounds therein; and no such person shall become and be such surety in 
more than Ten different cases in any one year ; and every person becoming such surety as 
aforesaid shall sign a declaration to the following effect; 

“ I, A. B. of [ ^ ^ profession and abode] do declare, that I am resident and 

a housekeeper within the county of riding, parts or division 

of the county of ], and that I am the owner of goods and 

chattels therein to the value of 50 1 , and that my house [or, one of my itoxises] 

(as the case may be), is situate at , and that goods and chattels 

belonging to me of the value of 50 f., consisting of [describe them by the words 
‘ stock in trade, farming stock, * furniture,* or other compendious description] 
are now lying at [insert the place where the goods are.] 

And I further declare, that J am surety for costs on behalf of (the objector) objectino- 
to the right of [the person claiming to vote] to be upon the list of voters for the said 
county of [or, riding, parts or division of the county of ] and 

that I am such surety in no other case [or, in other cases only, 

as the case may be].” 

And such declaration so signed, shall he annexed to the notice of objection to be so given to 
the clerk of the peace as aforesaid, and be delivered to him therewith, and duplicates or 
copies of such declaration shall also be annexed to the said notices of objection to be given 
to the overseers of the poor, and to the person objected to as aforesaid, and be delivered to 
them respectively therewith; and if any person shall make any false statement in such 
declaration, he shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall and may be indicted 
and punished accordingly. 

[Provision should be made for levying the costs upon the surety by distress, and 
without being obliged to resoit to the principal in the first instance, and similar 
provisions for the boroughs.] 

CLAUSE, that Objection shall state, in Notice of Objection, the Nature of 
Objections. 

Axd whereas, in order to prevent the expense of bringing before the Revising Barrister Objector to state 
unnecessary evidence, it is desirable that persons objected to should have notice of the 
nature of the objections intended to be made; BE it Enacted, That every person (not 
being an overseer, objecting in the manner in the said recited Act mentioned, objecting to 
any other person upon any list of voters as aforesaid, shall, upon the face of the notice 
required by the said recited Act to be given to the person objected to, state and set forth 
the nature of his objections, as, whether such objections be to the sufficiency of the 
qualification, or to the personal capacity of the person objected to, or to some omission, 
mis-description or insufficient description in the particulars of the claim ; or on the ground 
of some omission or insufficiency in the description of the Chiistian name, place of abode, 
nature of qualification, or local or other description of the property, or name of the occupying 
tenant, or any other particular by the said recited Act required to be specified in the list of 
voters ; and it shall be competent for the person so objecting, to state the nature of the 
objections in general and succinct terms, so as the same be sufficient to inform the person 
objected to of the nature of the objections, and in case such objections shall be to the 
sufficiency of the qualification, it shall be sufficient to allege that the objection is to the 
sufficiency of the qualification on the merits ; and in case the objection shall be on account 
of some omission or insufficient description, such notice shall point out in which particular 
such omission or insufficient description exists : Provided always, That no peraon so objecting 
shall be permitted to go into any objection before the Revising Barrister, notice of the nature 
of which shall not have been given in the manner hereinbefore provided ; and provided also 
that if many case an objection shall be made to any person as well on the ground of the 
insufficiency of his qualification, as on the ground of some omission or insufficiency in 
description as aforesaid, and it shall appear to such Revising Barrister that such objection 
to the sufficiency of the qualification is groundless, frivolous or vexatious, and that such 
otuission or insufficiency of description might have been supplied or corrected without the 
attendance of the person objected to, or some person on his behalf, it shall be lawful for 
such Barrister, in his discretion, to make such order for the payment of costs as aforesaid; 
and Such costs may be recovered in the manner herein and in the said recited Act 
mentioned. 
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Appeiidix% No. 3. 



SUGGESTIONS for Impuovemekts iu the Kevision of Votes 

1. Teat new claimants shall prove their qurililications, and be onen tn v ■ 
without the necessity ol' any notice of objection having been given either to 

the overseers. ° “cm or to 

2 . That every objector shall deposit 2s. r,d. with the overseers with eorl, „ .■ . 

objection. “notice of 

3. That every person who has received a notice of objection niav send hv . n 
objector, hve clear days before tiro 15th of September, a notice that he does nof/’i 

S cori^°" '“y Payment in the “ate! 

4. That in every caso where a person who has boon duly objected to does mt 

to support Ins vote, not having given notice of bis iiitentiou not to support it, heB 
preseS Act° “ »6|eetor, to be recovered as costs under th" 

5. That every person who has been duly objected to, appenrino- to siiminrt 11. ... 
shall deposit 2s. firf. with the overseers before his deience be lieard.*^ 

6. That whenever the party objected to appears and sustains his vote ivithoul ai» 

amendment m respeet of rt being made by the Revising Bamster upon the registe,“h“ bl 
tbe'obfector” 2 s. 6 d. deposit back again from the overseers, and also to that of 

7. That in every case wliere the party who has been objected to defends his vote but 
15 struck ofl the register, the objector shall be entitled to his own 2s. s d. deposit back 
again from the overseers, and also to receive tiiat of tiie party objected to. ^ 

8. That in every case where a party who has been objected to appears to defend his 

vote, and the Revising Barnster retains Ins name on the register, but amends the descrip- 
tion, such party objected to, and the objector, shall respectively be entitled to receive back 
again their 2 s. 6 d. deposits from the overseers. a lo receive nack 

9. That the Revising Barrister shall have power to expunge all double entries. 



Appendix, No. 4. 

SUMMARY of the Itusui.r of Revisioh of I.isT of VoTulis in the Eastern Division of the 
County at OtoDCeSTEii, objected to by the Ahti-Coiih-Law bEAOun. 



POLLING PLACES. 



“Winclicomb 

*Campden 

“Stow-on-tlie-Wold - 
•Northleach 
f Cirencester 
Minchinliampton 
*Avening - - . 

Bisley - 
Stroud - 
•Stonehouse 
j:Gloucester 
Tewkesbury 
^Cheltenham 



Tula] 

Number 



objected . 



ptruck oiTJi 

ground 

of 

Death. 



Stnirli olV 
for Nun- 
|fttton<!nna‘, 
V lion 
Qiiiililt- 
(uitiun 
believed ; 
gooil. j 



.Stnicic «(V 
ill 

(if II 

Diijilienl 
a new good 
remaining. 



4 

75 



Total 

Htrouk 



Total 

mtaiued. 



7 

213 

73 

2C2 



Totid 
to whom 



Toll] 

Number 

ameaded. 



G24 



aflowed. 



£. i. d. 
1 '5- 
1 - - 



13 S ° 
9IO- 
1 17 0 



non-mii^nrvrtere'-^d^l'^nios^^ortT'p^^^ Northleach, Avnning ami Sronelumfio, the principal objecUoas were Bgaioj' 

SlfeTSie^Stiih hi"nf 

agAint SmTc“^“'a*SiouJ thl.Sraw S “> ‘1“> on the other aide a U of «ve»i 

5 AtCheltanlinnmunvfirMi,.T>o >• andsneh ohjectioM wore withdrawn, and no (xists aeltcd far. 

J ri ™ •»« -P". T wb. U«1 ..at .p .tab iwJ. V.loH-”'' 

GWeete, I M.r 1846, Si,,,. 



analysis 
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ANALYSIS OF INDEX. 



.^LPHABETicAi-and Classified LIST of the Peincipal Headings referred to in the following Index, with 
the Pages at which they will be respectively found. 



Psge 

Voters 369 

pipits of the League S69 

Ohjections 308 

Professional Agents ..... 405 

hmding Claims 370 

Description on the Itegisicr .... 333 

Misdescriptions ...... 394 

'Revising Barristei's - - - - 410 

Jsn-Cosv Law League: 

I. Interference of the League with the Regis- 
tration generally .... 371 

II. Interference of the League in particular 

Goxtnties 371 

1 . South Cheshire - - - . - 371 

2. North Lancashire .... 371 

8. South Leicester - 371 

4. Middlesex - 871 

5. East Sussex 372 

6. North Warwick - 372 

III. Facilities afforded hy the League in the 

creation of Votes ..... 372 

Agents cf the League - ... 339 

Claims ...... 376 

Clergymen ..... 373 

Creation of Votes, - • 380 

Free Traders 385 

Frivolous and vexatious- Objections - 386 
Gloucester, East ... - 333 

Leicestershire, South - - - - 390 

Middlesex ------ S93 
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Costs : 
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[iV. B. In this Index, the Njtfrterals following Rep. refer to the Page of the Report ; the Figures 
following the Names of the Witnesses to the Questions of the Evidence ; and An. to 
the Page of tlie Appendix.] 



A. 

Evidence respecting some annuities upon land granted bv the 
Marquis of Abercorn to the servants who have left his service ; this has not been done 

with a view to giving votes, Pati^e 3831-3833 Witness has been engaged bv the 

Marquis of Abercorn in preparing deeds of rent-charges and annuities; names of the 
Mrties to whom these rent charges have been granted, and particulars respecting them. 
Froggatt 4601-4677. r s » 

Absentee gofers. In South Staffordshire absentee voters were served with objections more 

especially than others, pffzera 138a Absentee voters should have a larger qualification 

than those that are resident; this would prevent fictitious votes, Faulkner 2745-2760. 

See also N'on-resident Voters. 

Acland, Mr. See Objections, II. 

Agents of the league. Particulars as to the agents employed by the Anti-Corn Law League 
m South Leicester ; the League spent a great deal more money in respect of ihe registra- 

Uon in 1 845 than the Conservative Association of the county, Macaulay 2466-2474 

The agents of the League, when before the registration courts, were not limited by their 
briefs to the objections therein stated ; if they found other reasons for making objections 
they immediately availed themselves of those objections, G. Wilson 2390, 3391 —Par- 

ticulars as to the agencies established in the various counties, and as to their powers 

with respect to the purchase and distribution of qualifications, ib. 3593-3609 For 

the last two years the League has appeared on the redstration stage in the West Riding; 

parties who liave appeared as their avowed agents, Baxter 4356-4360 An agent on 

behalf avowedly of the Anti-Corn Law League, appeared for the first time in the revising 

barrister’s court in the West Riding of York in 1844, Alexander 4737 In the year 

1845 there were professional agents acting on behalf of the Anti-Corn Law League in 
most of the great towns of the West Riding of Yorkshire, ih. 4740, 4741. 4799-4810. 

Alexander, Fdward kelson. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Practises as a solicitor at Hali- 
fax, in the West Riding of York, 4678 Has accompanied Mr. Baxter and Mr. Allcock 

for 11 years, as one of the advocates in the revising barrister’s court on the Conserva- 
tive side, 4679, 4680 The suggestions stated to this committee for the amendment 

of the registration system are the result of the joint consultations of the parties acting on 
the Conservative and on the Liberal side; witness perfectly agrees in the propriety of 

these suggestions, 4681-4683 The proposal with respect to deposits in the case of 

olijections is one of the fairest modes that can be adopted to prevent frivolous objections, 
4684-^687 Reasons why, upon the whole, It is not desirable to throw the manage- 

ment of the purification of the register into the hands of bodies rather than of indi- 
viduals, 4688-4690— How far the revision of the register or the formation of it might 
be made more the public duty of official persons than it is at present, so as to diminish 
the necessity of its being done by associated bodies, 4691-4707 It would be advisa- 

ble to do away with all objections merely on the score of misdescription, and a defined 
power should be given to the revising banister to correct such inaccuracies, 4708-4716. 

Witness agrees in the opinion expressed by Mr. Baxter, that it is extremely desirable 
that the register should give as accurate a description as possible, under all the columns, 
of the residence, qualification, and other particulars of the voter, 4717, 4718 — — It is a 
very great object, with a view to an election, that the respective parties should be able 
to ascertain very correctly the number and description of the electors on the register, 

4719.4732 This knowledge tends very much to diminish the expense of an election 

in tlie case of a contest, 4720-4722 During the whole of the 11 years that witness 

has acied as an advocate in the revising barrister’s court there have been very nmnerotis 

objections served on both sides, 4733 Tliere has not, till within the last two years, 

existed any thing like a system of creation of votes, 4734 In the year 1845 particu- 

larly there has sprung up a systena of creating votes by small freeholds, 4735>4736 — r- 
An agent on behalf avowedly of the Anti-Corn Law League appeared for the first time 

in the revising barrister’s court in 1844, 4737 A Mr.Palfreyinan acted professionally 

0.41. 3 A as 
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Alexander, Edward Inchon. (Analysis of liis Evidence) — continuaL 
as the advocate, and a Mr. Plim or a Mr. Acland as partially instructing him • wuness 
does not know which it was, 4738,4739. 

In tire yeftr 1845 there were prot'essiouQl agents actin" on behalf of the Anti-Corn 
Law League inmost of tlie great towns of the West Riding of Yorksliirc, 4740, 4741 

— Public advertisements were issued in Huddersfield urging persons to procure votes 
and offering facilities through the agency of the Anti-Corn Law League; a Mr. Tliomas 

Robinson Wi\s the party acting, 4742 c< scij. Tliis came out in cvirloncc in the revising 

barrister’s court; evidence was given of several successful negotiations on the part ol" 

Mr. Robinson for the purchase and sale of qiiaiiliculions, 4743-4747 Rodereiice to 

the case of Mr. Harding which was submitted to the conn with respect to the operation 

of the splilting-iip, 4748, 4749 Nature of this case, in which 50 individuals claimed 

to vote eacli in respect of freehold lands niul buildings, one umlivirled fiftieth part 

thereof; Bright’s liuildiiigs, . Henley, 4750-4755 The greater portion of the persons 

claiming were resident in the county; itescripliou of persons tliey were, 4756-4758 

It was avowed in this transaction that the object ot it was, on lire one side, to sell, for 
the purpose of making voles, and on the other, on the part of all the 50 to buy for the 

mete purpose of obtaining voles, 4759, 4760 'I'he consideration-money was chiefly 

put into the hands of Mr. Robinson by the parties, 4761, 4762. 

Mr. Robinson did not prove the payment of the whole of the consideration-money; he 
proved the general payment, and the barrister inferred the other part, 4763, 4764. 4768- 

4773 Statement made by Mr. Robinson that the money was paid over to tlie vendors; 

be denied the payment of it to the Ami-Corn Law League, 4765-4767 — — Particulars 
of other cases of a similar description ; case of Siiaw; mode in wluch the transaction 

was conducted, 4774-4781 ^Case of the creation of 10 voles in respect of a propeity, 

Crossiand Moor; nature of this transaction, 4782-4786 Similar cases of the creation 

of voles in the Bradford polling district, 4787— — In one ca.se there were 47 individuaU 
who claimed to vote in res[)ect of some freeliold hunses, none of whom resided in' the 

county of York, 4787 Witness docs not know the amomiL of purchase-money in this 

case; when the principle was laid down by the barrister llint tlie Splitting Act did not 

apply, the cases were not gone into, 4788-4791 About 1 ,483 voters were put on the 

register on the Liberal side by these transactions, 4792-4798. 

Further evidence as to the agents of the League aiicnding llio registration court, 

4799-4810 Siaiement made by Mr. Newman that upwards of 90,000/. or 98,000/. 

had itassetl iliroogh tlie luuids of Messrs. Lullielti, Lolihousc & Whitworth, accountants 
for the League at Manchester, or through the hands of Messrs. Sale 5 c VVorlliington, 
solicitors for tlie League, in piiymenl of the purchase-money of quaiilicniions for the 

West Riding of Yorl;sliirc, South Liincasliirc and North Cheshire, 481 1-4836 Tiie 

creation of 1,400 or 1,500 votes wonl<l be culrulalcd to turn tlio fate of an elt’Clion, even 
in a large district like the West Riding of Yorkshire ; large nmnbera of voters have been 
put on the register for this division of die county through tlie exertions of liie Anti-Corn 

Law League, 4837-4853 Many hundreds of those 'wliotn the League have registered 

are non-residents, 4846-4853 Tltere have been no instances of the Conservative 

party having created qualifications by making conveyances to persons who do not reside 
in the county, or of their having in anyway followed the Sjiliiting system, 4854-4865— — 
Should the system wliich has been adopted coiuinue, it will lead to the retaliation of 
parties of opposite politics in the creation of votes on botli sides ; evils likely to arise 
in consequence, 4866-48S2. 

Further evidence to sliow that this large creation of voles in the West Riding 

emanated from the Ami-Corn Law League, 4883-4SS9 One grand remedy for tiie 

pernicious system pursued by ilie Ami-Com Law League, would be to do away wi'h 
the declarations of 11051,4889 So long as these dccUiraiions are allowed to con- 

stitute a vote tliat the revising barrister sliall admit upon the register, it is utterly 
impossible for any constiliiency to avoit! the t ifects of die immense importation of 

votes tiiHl will take place, 4889-4804 A greater number of fictitious votes where 

there was no pretence for a claim were made in 1845, llian hatl ever been tlie case 

before, 4890-4892 If in the case of tliese rcni-chargcs it wus compcllable that the 

conveyances should be registered in the same way that otiicr deeds are, it would 
completely put a slop to ibis species of votes; reasons why they are not so registered, 
4H93-4899. 

Amending Claims. The. agents of the Liberal Association in the West Riding gave a 
, considerable number of notices of objection f<jr the piir|tose of amending claims, m 

pursuance of a direction of Lord Chief Justice Timlal, Hewman 5152-5154; "" 

immense number of new claims were also put in I'or the purpose of amending the 
descriptions, 5155-5157. 

See also Description on the Register. Misdescriptions. Revising Barristers. 

Annuities. See Abercorn, Marquis of. Rent-charges. 

ASTl- 
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Amti-Corn £.itk League: 

I. Interference of the League with the Registration generally, 

II. Interference of the League in particular Counties. 

1. South Cheshire. 

2. North Lancashire. 

3. South Leicester. 

4. Middlesex. 

5. East Sussex. 

G. North Warwick. 

HI. Facilities afforded by the League in the creation of Votes. 

I. Interference of the League with the Registration generally. 

Reasons for disapproving of the League having acted upon the system of wholesale 
objections; they do not confine themselves to any division where parties reside, but 

attack every constituency in Enghuid, Wilmot 458-492 Witness has not signed any 

petition to the House of Commons relating in registration, complaining of the inter- 
ference of the League, ib. 498-501 Effect of t!ie proceedings of the Anti-Corn Law 

League on the registry itself, Melhert 598-607 It is desirable to protect the register 

and to remove persons from it who are not entitled to vote, when properly carried out; 
objections to the mode in wliich the Anti-Corn Law League have tried to carry out this 
object, ib. 608-660 'Hie system novv.pursued by the Anti-Corn Law League in send- 

ing wholesale objections is likely to lead to retaliation. Helps 2189-2104—— -These 
attacks can only be met by the improvement or enlargement of the law, Macaulay 2562. 

It lias for some years past been a portion of the business of the Anti-Coi n Law League 

to attend to the registration of voters for counties, G. Wilson 3269, 3270 The League 

commenced operations witli respect to the register in 1S43; during the last year they have 
attended to tlie county registration by various agents ; extent to which these operations 
have been carried, first by the Mancliestev office, and secondly by local agents, ib. 3326- 

3328 Statement generally as to the course which the League has pursued ; how far 

iliere was a legal reason for every objection taken by the League in 1845, 3329- 

3333 Staiement as 10 the objections taken by the League in 1845, and the result of 

tlie different county revisions, examination thereupon, ib. 3334-3343. 3347“335i. 

Number of objections made by the League in various counties, the merits of which 

svere never discussed, G. Wilson 336(5/3367 The great changes in the registers may 

be mainly attributed to tlie operations of the League, 3475, 3476 The Anti-Corn Law 

League have, for the purpose of attending to the registration as regards the boroughs, 

divided the country into districts, 3590-3592 How far the division of the country has 

taken place with respect to the county registration, ti. 3591 The objections on the part 

of the League have been with a view to removing bad votes or amending imperfect de- 
scriptions, 3611 The registration advocaies that are specially employed by the 

League are of course paid their ordinary fees by the League, Paulton 3741. 

II. Interference of the League in particular Counties. 

1. South Cheshire. 

Interference of the Anti-Corn Law League with respect to votes at Congicton, 
J. Wilson 1804-1818 Parly by whom theAnti-Corn Law League has been repre- 

sented in the registmiion courts, Jenkins 1970-1979. 

2. North Lanrasliire. 

Complaint made that the League have objected to many persons of undoubted wealtli ; 

reasons for their having done so, G.Wilson 34i5>34i6 Keasonsfor their objecting to 

Mr. William Garnett, the late high sheriff of Lancashire, ib. 3416 Also reasons for 

their objecting to the two Generals Lygon, in the parish ofTewkesbury, in East Gloucester, 

*6.3417-3419- Also ground on which they objected to the vote of Mr. Dowdeswell, the 

Member for Tewkesbury, ib. 3420, 3421 Evidence as 10 their reasons for objecting to 

various otlier votes of men of properly, and who, there could be no doubt, were entitled 
to vote, ib. 3422-3434. 

3. South Leicester. 

System pursued by the League in objecting to Conservative voters in the southern 
division of Leicestershire in 1845; number objected to; the objections were nil signed by 
a man of the name of Laurence Staines, a man in a low situation of life, Macaulay 

2312-2318. 2434-2453 A further pursuit of the attack pureued by the Anti-Coin 

Law League would be dangerous to tlie interests of the Conservative party, iJ. 2560, 2561. 

4. Middlesex. 

Reference to a statement made to witness by the attornies of the Anti-Corn Law 
League, on his telling them iliai the Conservative majority was upwards of 1,000, that if 
they brouaht down the League to bear upon that, it would amount to nothing, the same 
0.41. 3A2 « 
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Aj^TI-CoRN Law League: — II. Interference of the League in particular Counties— 

continued. 

4. Middlesex— confinuci?. 

as they had done in the West Hiding of Yorksliire, where they hud pm on the la 

registration upwards of 2,000 votes, Faulkner 2737. 2763-2766 'Since the passin* 

of the Registration Act, the number of objections had decreased very considerably until 

the interference of the Anti-Corn Law League last year, Payne 3813-3816 -Number 

of objections taken by the Anti-Corn Law League in Middlesex in 1845, ih. 3817 

Evidence as to the issuing of circulars by the League ; inquiry into the names of the 

voters for Middlesex, iJ. 3845, 3846 Witness has never known an instance of the 

League objecting anti persevering in an objection to n voter who holds their own 

opinion, ib. 3847 The exertions of the League have superseded tho.se of the regular 

party connected with the county, ih. 3848, 3849. ® 

5. East Sussex. 

Witness on behsdf of the League has been attending to the registration of two or three 
counties; Sussex is one of the counties; period at which witness commenced attending 

the registration in Sussex on behalf of the League, James 2963-3080 Through the 

activity and exertion of the Anti-Corn Law League and their agents, their party has 
superseded the Conservative parly in East Sussex, ib. 3175-3177. 3231-3237. 

6. North Warwick. 

Number of votes objected to in the Coventry district; number struck off ; number of 
objections heard which were made on the part of the Anti-Corn Law League; number 

of objections made by the League, IVilmot 367-380 Evidence with inspect to the 

interference of the League with tiie registration of North Warwickshire, G. Wilson 

3404-340S Witness imagines that, when a vote was struck off at the instance of the 

League, it would have been retained but for their interposition, ib. 3409-3411. 

III. Facilities afforded by the League in the creation of Votes. 

There have been articles in the League paper which have led persons to understand 
that facilities were given by the Anti-Corn Law League in the purchase of votes, James 

3081 Many thousand letters were also sent out by the League, staling, that if parties 

would apply at a certain place they could have a qualification for a county, ib. 3081- 

3083. 3088 A cotisiderable number of applications for qualifications have been made 

during this year, ib. 3093, 3094 Witness has circulated letters signed with his name, 

to various electors for the county ofMidcllesex, asking tlie opinion ofcach with reference 
to the free trade question ; one of these letters produced and read ; olyect witness had in 
sending these letters, ib. 3165-3174 The League gives every facility for the acquisi- 

tion of votes, but not a sixpence has been paid by the League for such purchase 

O. Wilson 3501-3503. 3507 Evidence as to the facilities afforded to parties by the 

League to purchase qualifications, Payne 3897-3900. 

See also Agents of the League. Claims. Clergymen. Creation of Votes, 

fVee Traders. Frivolous and vexatious Ohjectioyis. Gloucester, Fast, Leicester'’ 
shire, South. Middlesex, JVon-resident Voters. Notices of Objection. Objections, 
II. Purification of the Register. Registers. Rent-charges. Service of Notices- 
Withdrawal of Objections. 

Attendance of Voters. Large number of votes struck off in various counties, on account of 
the nqn-aitendance of the parties objected to wholesale by the Anti-Corn Law ],eaguc, 
Nep. IV. It an objection be made, even where the party is entitled by law to vote, if 
he do not attend to substantiate his claim, he is struck oif the register, Wilmot 423,424 

A great number of votes were struck off in North Staffordshire for want of 

8oS' The principal ground upon wliich votes were struck 

on in Sonth Stafford was for non-attendance, Hiern 1363—1381 The barristers 

do not require the personal attendance of the voters who are objected to, but somebody 
to give legal evidence must attend on his behalf; the production of deeds is notin all 

cases necessary, Helps 2175-2182 The claimant is not in ail cases required to attend 

before the revising barrister to establish his claim; cases in which they should be 

required to attend, Tbicrwenii 4113-4118 Id the case where a party does not appear 

to defend his vote, and no one appears for him, the vote is struck out without the 

grounds of objection being inquired into, JBumahy 3944-3947 Witness does not hold 

It necessary that the voter himself should appear to maintain his claim if objected to, 

Snadwell Witness holds it necessary that his agent should prove that he was 

employed by him, ib. 4296-4298. ° 

B. 

Bad Votes. It is not so common to put bad voles on the register as it is common for votes 
to become bad, J. Wilson 1803. 

See also Fictitious Votes. Fraudulent Claims- 

Barter, Roheri. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Solicitor at Doncaster; has also offlees in 
^^35 attended the revision courts throughout the 
wnoie ot the West Riding of Yorkshire, with the exception of the last two years, 434°» 

‘ 4341 
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Baxter, Robert. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 

4341— — Witness has continued to be secretary to the Conservative Association for 
attending to the registration, and has become intimately acquainted with the system and 

its working, 4342, 4343 In some localities in the Riding there have been since 1835 

occasions in which there has been an indiscriminate service of notices of objection, 4344 

This has arisen from parties becoming excited from quarrels and local circumstances, 

but has never extended to the whole Riding as a mass, 4344 Latterly the subject has 

been taken more into the hands of societies on each side, namely, the Conservative Asso- 
ciation on th6 one side, and the Whig Association on the other, 4345 Increase in the 

number of claims made for votes in respect of small properties, 4346 The sending in 

of claims has been abused to nearly as great an extent as objections, 4345-4361 

Names, profession and character of the parties who acted as witness’s colleagues on the 
Conservative side, and also of the parlies who acted as agents on the Liberal side, 4347- 

4354 The best spirit prevailed between the two parties, and there was a desire to do 

the thing from the best principles, 4355 For the last two years the League has 

appeared upon the registration stage iu the West Riding ; parlies who have appeared 
as their avowed agents, 4356-4360. 

Witness has for some years turned his attention to the subject of remedies and im- 
provements in the system of registration for the purpose of preventing indiscriminate 

objections and fictitious or fraudulentclaim9,4362 Suggestions offered on ihesubject, 

in which the professional agents on both sides have agreed, 4363 et seq. Suggestion 

that new claimants shall prove their qiialificaiions, and shall be open to objections with- 
out notice either to them or to the overseers, 4363 This would prevent the sendins in 

of improper claims, 4364-4368. 4372-4378 There is no reason why professional 

agents should be compelled to prove their agency before the revising barrister, 4369- 

4371 Suggestion tliat every objector should deposit half-a-crowii with the overseers^ 

with each notice of objection, as a deposit for costs, with aview to preventing frivolous 

objections, 4379-4381. 4387-4392. 4401-4409 Evidetice to show the practicability 

of this suggestion, 4382-4396 Further suggestions on ihesubject; suggestion vvitli 

respect to petsons objected to giving notice lo the objector, by post, that he docs not 
intend to appear to support his vote, 4397 Examination thereupon, 4465-4472. 

Suggestion that where a person objected to does not appear to support his vote, not 
having ^iven notice of such intention not to support it, he should be liable to the pay- 
ment of 5 s. to the objector, 4397, 4398 Evidence upon this suggestion, 4473 ei seq. 

4552-4562 That every person duly objected to, appearing to support his vote, shall 

deposit 2 s. 6 fl!. with the overseer before his defence be heard, 4398. 4544-4546 Sug- 

gestion that whenever the party objected to appears and sustains his vote without any 
amendment being made, he shall be entitled to his own 25. 6 d. back again, and also to 

that of the objector, 4398 Examination thereupon, 4473-4495- Suggestion that 

where the party objected lo defends his vote, but is struck off the register, tne objector 
shall be entitled to his own as. 6d. back again, and also to that of the party objected to, 

4398 Evidence upon this suggestion, 4473 et sea. Suggestion that where a party 

appears to defend his vote, and the name is retained on the register, but the description 

is amended, each party shall receive his 2 s. 6^. back again, 4398 Examination 

thereupon, 4496-4517 Suggestion that the revising barrister shall have power to 

expunge all double entries, 4398 Examination upon this suggestion, 4535-4542. 

4547-4551 Witness’s propositions as to deposits are intended as a substitute for the 

provision as to costs, 4401-4404 The power of granting additional costs when the 

objection is frivolous and vexatious should still be reserved to the ban ister, 4405-4409. • 

General unwillingness amongthe barristers to inflict costs in the way of penalties, 4406 
It would not be desirable, as a general rule, that any form of declaration in corrobo- 
ration of the qualification should be admitted as evidence, 4410-4417 Reasons for 

considering that there is no probability of fictitious claims being made to any great extent, 
4418-4420 Objection to expenses being allowed besides the 2s..6<i. deposit, sug- 

gested by witness, 4421-4425. 4441-^ — The payment of 2 s. 6d. on the one side or the 

other, is just a sufficient check to prevent abuse, 4426. 4431-4433 The present system 

does not induce parties to appear with a view to getting costs; costs have never been 

practically given to any great extent in the West Riding, 4427-4434 The proposed 

deposit of 1 1. is too high; further reasons for considering that 2s. 6d. is sufficient to 
answer the purpose, 4435-4440. 4447-4452 It is expedient to afford facility of objec- 

tion even if merely with a view to correcting the register, 4452-4455. 

Evidence generallyas to the correction of misdescriptions in iheregisier, 4456-4464 

111 the last alteration in the registration law sufficient and ample powers are given to the 

■ barristers to amend descriptions and to amend places of residence, 4464 In order to 

keep the register correct under the present system, it is desirable that parties should be 

encouraged to make objections to votes on the ground of misdescription, 4501-4506 

Objection to the objector being compelled to slate under what column he intends to raise 

the objection, 4507-4517 There ia no objection to a provision which shall render the 

publication of the list of objectors equally imperative with the publication of the list of 

new claims, 451 8-4529 No advantage would arise from imposing upon the claimant the 

0.41 . 3 A 3 necessity 
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Baxter, Bohcrt. (Analysis of his Evidence)— 

necessity of giving notice to the clerk of the petice of his inicmion to claim 4C00 droA 
Reasons why witness; attaches consideral.le iinf.oriance to having the regiaior maiiilv -, 7 ^ 

rate in point of clcsciiptioii, 4563-45(18 An accurate knovvietlge of tlio eletcor 7 in“' 

county lends to prevent, panics engaging in unnecessary coti tests/ 4560 r 

would be advisable to oblige a person to esuihlish hv Ictfnl proof Ins firrlu to vet/ , 
then to insert against his name the word “proved,” so that he should remain forever^ 
the rogistcr uniil he lost his vote, 4570-4573. ^ 

Dilliculty of fmming any Icgishuivc einicimrnt for the purpose of preventinsr oersone 
unconnected with the ccnmiy making olijcctions or interfering with the re-dstt 4s,7 
4503- — ;There would bo no harm in rondcriag it necessary that tlic objection should £ 

posted wiilim the county, 4574 k is very uniniportant wliat n.-ime is signed to tlif> 

objection ; the more important thing is to secure that tl.c objection shall not be marl*. 

lythout adcqoate cause, 4575 It would be belter to pay the revising barristers bv liie 

flay, as they vyere paid fonncily, ihim by the job as they are now paid, 4584-4*;87 _The 

system of icgistruiion pursticdin the boroughs, making it a iiiaticr of /ihciul duty on the 
part of proper persons, anil taking it out of the liaml.s of ctmtemliiig parlies, iili,.iu b.. 

applied to the county registration, 45S8-4594 The subdivision of properly tbr ih*. 

Fifn 7 ^ making votes has not taken place to any great extent iti the West Riding 
till lately, 4595- — Tins system pursued by any one parly will imturally lea<l to retaliation 
on the other side, 4590— —By a recent decision of ilie Court of Common Pleas, it has 
been settled that the bphtting Act does not apply to a subdivision of property, alihoueti 

lor 'he sole purpose of making votes, where considentlimi money passes, 4 «q7 -R 

would be advisable to extend the operation of this Act so as to prcv-cut this, 459/-4000. 

Bishop, Mennj. See 0 ^'ec?/ot?s, II. 3, 

i Co«s,V. 1. Frivolous and vexa.tiom 

Uhjections, 11. J. Non-resident Voters. Ohjections, i. 

f "O' ‘l'« slieiitest knowledge of any building soeletv in 
Surrey lo wind, lire League have rlirected iheir attenlion, G. WUsau 35S6. ’ 

of I'i* Evidence.) Witnes.. was revising barrirler for 
o/war^;:rhir “P'"i 390e— Has revised in ,he SnftI,;,; Oi. sion 

IcreH rn ’reii®'™''' Nollinglumislnre and Nnrll, I le, l.ysbire ; has revised ever 
Acl b Ih be ‘'‘e’ ’ ooqnainted with ll.u Hegis.rn.ion 

Vure,V r I J,. theRegismuionor 

to h bt er r ; ' ' “ S"'"' K' mat ,l„. |,„l,lie l,ave been liable 

Oi ,n, iscrmmiaK. noliecs .,f ol.jeelion by irre»p„„eil,l,, parties, 3005 

Te e a V^l 'onlarly In the last tcgislration Ibi- North VVarwiekslIire, i 4 .- Jliere 

gQos nooS " “ ’’"'■"re “"J’ objeetion, 

fi®mevradT;^o ’’7'^ loat.ng these objections was not in ti situation to pay costs 

1 o e- e l „e SS”? ^ great mm.ber of these objections 

novo noni r 7 ^ P*'ity having got some one elac to sign for liim, 3907, 3908. 

nikVS the,., "! dlcse cases; but wilncss I'ounil that he ciuld 
character of tl ^ di i'”.’^eli had not signed tliem, 3907 31)13 ^I'lie general 

t art “''if trillmgoh ectiotts; njL.be 

majoi paitol them were for the purpose of •mrending the dcscriniion aoij ani7 

S i 7 gw“„;' m'sL ‘Lr"'"'" '■'"“if 

the reedster'ev^7 ''7""’ ."f mode ni eniorcing an amendment of the description in 

timer, sogges,io„Li.h . 

Sij.ro-Pciir.n^vC ’ ‘ l.'‘ * whjuli [larlics were jntt on ihls nccasiou, 3029 

as the flenosif nC ^(■I'vJiig notices, which wouhi suiioniit to the same tiling 

Govtnme riv tl . "' whumver the maximum of costs might be, in the hands ol 

wX h/ 3929 If the ohjccttr docs not appear, the 

objection ->0/0 ^" '"'V" attempts to [irovc his notice of 

and no 1 • ^ '1^ >'‘>i tippetir to defeud ids vole, 

beina- inauireil iiiin oL '°'ih struck ont_ willimii tlie grounds of objection 

bv (lie hie Rpaisr 394 ?— ^Ihe principal defects in the Act have been got over 

Si ctor obliging the 

S dm! t/r- i ^ objection and go into it, 3950, 3051 All persons making 

soTnyrS'\n.Kl relfu upon the iisb 

oarties whornne. r of recovering costs from the 

expense is nof attemhitu_ upon getting rid of fraudulent claims ; the 

Tlipr#. io n much as that lor defending a vote, 3056, 3057. 4045. 4052 

d^rultv in I in afrandulent claim / buUl.L is Lsil^rable 

proneil/ thi / f, 3958 If the overseers do their duty 

Luallv^obi// ° 396* Gromuls upon which the overseers 

dilhem in ' 39^3 In tewus witness has found the overseers exceedingly 

but thev -irp n f “,5 *‘^P['.‘''^°“boiiofiheregister,andperfectlyhonesteverywhere; 

which wUness i!, /'’“‘^ T- '/-‘Sent m country parishes, 3964. 39^ Grounds upon 

men Witness, m cases ol objection where lie has amended the description, has declined 
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Bumahy,John Dick. (Analysis of his Evidence)— 
to grant costs : evidence as to the general powers of the revising barrister with respect 

to amending descriptions, 3972. 3987 It miirht be advaniaueoiis that parties should 

be bomu) to prove their qualifications in the first instance, 3988, 3989 It would be 

very desirable that the objector sliould draw the attention of the voter to tlie column iu 

the register to which he objects, 3990, 3991 Witness has generally taken the word 

of the professional agent tliat they are instructed to appear for parlies objected to, 3992. 
39?4. 

There is no particular rule as to the course pursued by the revising barrister in going 
through the objections, 3905— — VVitness has generally gone through the overseer’s 
objections first, for the convenience of the parties, 3995 — —How far it might be desir- 
able to empower the revising barrister in tlie first instance to examine the list with tiie 
overseer as to the existence of the same qualification, or the continued existence of the 
party, 3996-4008 — —The revising barrister has no notice of what fresh claims are sent 

in, unless the overseers object to them, 4009-4018 Objections are almost always 

supported by an agent or a parish officer, 4010-4026 There have been comparatively 

few instances in which individuals have themselves come forward and objected to another 
individual’s vote, 4021— — It is neitlier improper nor inconvenient, but ratlier the con- 
trary, that an association should employ agents for the purpose of examining the register, 

with a vietv to objecting to improper votes, 4027. 4061-4067 A deposit for costs 

would not. prevent wholesale objections, but would prevent frivolous objections, 4028- 
4044 Great number of frivolous objections made at the last revision for North War- 

wickshire: how far costs were awarded in those cases, 4053-4060. 

Burrell, Walter Wyndham. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Honorary Secretary of the Sussex 
Agricultural Protection Society, a society formed in opposition to the Anti-Corn L:w 
League, for maintaining the protection of agriculture, 6339-5342 Date of the forma- 

tion of tins society ; witness was appointed secretary immediately after the meeting ; Mr. 

Joiin Eilmati presided; the Duke of Richmond was elected president, 5343-5348 

Objects of this society; they liave not as yet interfered with the registration, but resolved 
last v/inter to do so ; way in whicli they intended to interfere, 5349-5356. 536S-5370. 

5389-5390 Funds were raised at the first formation of the society for the purpose of 

carrying on its proceedings; the subscriptions were voluntary; there are very few non- 
resident subscribers, 5357-5361 Amount raised ; account ke[)t of the funds, and mode 

in which expended, 5362-5367 Connexion between this society and ilie Central 

Protection Society, which holds its sittings in London; the society does not receive 
positive instructions from them ; this society was formed before the Central Society, 

5377-5388. 

How far any advertisement hasappearedin the comityofSussexwith respect to qualifica- 
tions ; notification given to persons that they must deal with the League vvitli their own 

weapons, 5391-539S Tlie Sussex Agricultural Protection Society has not spent one far- 

ihiugin the creationof votes, neitherisit their intentionsoto do, 5399-5414 ^’fhe society 

has, as a body, had nothing to do with an advertisement put forth by Mr.George Dempster, 
a solicitor at Brighton, with respect to persons procuring qualificniions ; Mr. Dempster is 

a member of the society, 5415-5447 His Grace the Duke of Richmond has sometimes 

attended the meetings of the society; he was present at a meeting last winter, 5448- 

5450 Witness ihi'uks his Grace was not a party to the detenninaiion to interfere wiili 

the register, but there is no doubt it was made known to him, 545^-5455 He has not 

resigned his presidentship in consequence of it, but there is no doubt he would resign if 
the society were to commence making votes, 5456-5462 The staiement made in the 

Sussex Express,” on the lotli January 1846, that votes might be purchased for 5 1. less 
than the Anti-Corn Law League offered to do it for, was not authorized by the Sussex 

Protection Society, 5460-5475 The objects of the society originally were to resist 

what is considered to bean extraordinary conspiracy concocted by a body of men at 
Manchester and London, for the purpose of annihilating a special law passed by Parlia- 
ment; way in which the society determined to resist it, 547^”549‘* 

Witness would not do away with the 40 s. freeholders as regards persons residing in 
the county; but persons residing beyond a certain distance from the county should be 

obliged to possess a 10/. freehold to entitle them to vote, 549^-5500 Reasons for 

believing that fictitious votes have been created in the county of Sussex by persons resi- 
dent in Manchester; explanation as to what witness considers a fictitious vote, 5501- 

6514 Opinion that Mr. OobdeiTs vote for Sussex is a fictitious vote, 5506-5514 

The “Sussex Agricultural Express and County Advertiser” is employed by the s.>cieiy, so 
far as their advertising in it; the society had nothing to do with an adveriisernent in that 
paper in January last, with respect to supplying P.'-oteciiouists with qualifications, 5515- 
5523- 6551-5555* 

The fact of manufacturing gentlemen, like Mr. Cobden, of London, purchasing a 405. 
rent-charge, at Brighton and other places, for the purpose of qualifying for the county, in 
order to create votes to such an extent as should swamp the county constituency, ia 
highly objectionable, 5524, 5525— —The Protection Society was formed with a view to 
0.41. 3 A 4 counteract 
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Burrell, WaUer Wyndham. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continned. 

counteraci as niucli as ihey could the effect of the apeeclics which were bein<» H 

about the comity by the hired agents of the League, 552<5.55'27 Opinion tba^H,! 

tenants at will are not generally coerced by the landlords as regards their votes 

6535 "ihe object of the Sussex Agricultural Protection Society was to resist S'" 

Robert Peel just as much as the League, if he lessened protection, ,05'i6-5538 

coercion of the county Members was not an object of the society, tliomdt it may ha 

had an effect in influencing titem, 5539-5550 They have all been uimcd, and are Ih 

most decided Protectionists, 5539, 5540. “ ‘ 



C. 

Cheshire, North. See Rent-charges, III. 1. 

Cheshire, South. Answer to a letter sent by witness to the agent to the League for South 
Cheshire, requesting him to send witness a few names of parties in tlml county who were 
on tlie register, in consequence of tlie failure ofsome of tlie notices ihm were served their 

names still remaining, they having no qualification, G'. Wilson 3'i88, 3289 Inquiries 

made by the agent into the cases in which the natues of parties remained on tlic register 
tiiese inquiries were made previously to sending out tlie notices, 16.3280,3290. ’ 

See also Anti-Corn iate ieagae, II. 1. Common Pleas, Court of . Conservative Asso- 
ciations. Costs, <1. Creation of Votes, \{i. 1. Frivolous and vexatious Objections 
II. 2. Misdescriptions, 1. Objections, i\. 1. Service of l!lolices,\{. \. ’ 

Claims : 

1. Generally. 

2. In Middlesex. 

3. York{West Riding). 

1 . Generally. 

No distinction should be drawn between objections to a new claim and the objection 
to a name on the register ; the practice of tlie barrister wtiuld secure the best teat 

in these cases, G. Wilson 3700 The directions given in the Rcgiatraiioa Act for 

daimanis .h’e not sufficiently specific; form of claim wiiich Mr. EtUoit has recom- 
mended, Payne 3882, 3883 All persons making claims to be inserted in the list of 

voters are so inserted, and remain upon the list unless objected to, Jiumahij 3952-3954 
The revising barrister has no notice of what fresh claims are sent in, unless the 

overseers object to tliem, ib. 4009-4018 It would be expedient that the revising 

barrister should have the power of examining wheihcr a claim is bond fide or not, and of 
seeing whether the claims are signed by the proper parties, or by their authority, 

lownsend 4HI, 41^2 Suggestion witli respect to persons objected to giving notice to 

the objector by post that he docs not intend to a|ipeur to support bis vote, Baxter 4397 
Examination thereupon, ib. 4465-4472. 

- 2. In Middlesex. 

In consMuence of a number ot new claims appearing upon the lists, in batches as it 
were, the Conservative party made it their business to make inquiry, and make a great 

number of objections, Payne 3787 This was on account of the inierference of the 

Anti-Corn Latv League, ib. 37^7”379° R would not iiave been attempted by the Con- 

servative narty if the business had been conducted .as in former years, namely, by an agent 

connected with the county only, ib. The nature of tlie claims to which these 

objeciions were made was principally rent-charges, ib. 3791-3794 Many of ihem 

were for a property in the parish of Heston; how far these claims were substan- 
tiated, li. Names of the parties qiiaiifying for this properly, ib. 3795-3800. 

3. Yorh (ITesf Riding). 

The sending in of claimsdias been abused to nearly as great an e.xtenl as objections, 

4345-4361 Total number of new claims made by the Liberals in the West 

Riding m 1845; number of them that were objected to; miiuber of objections sus- 
tained, Newman 4968-4970. 49S3-4986 NuinbiM- of new claims made on the Coii- 

•servative side; number objected to; number of objections sustained; comparisim 
between the results on both sides ; gain of voles on the Liberal side, ib. 4971-498^' 

Cltrjisoj the Peace. Fictitious Votes. Fraudulent Claims. Notice of daims. 

Clarh, Mr. See Objections, II. 1. 

Clergymen. In East Gloucestershire the qualifications of many of the clergy were objected 
lo by the agent of the League, it being notorious ilmi, in most instances, they might 
have been tesied by reference to public documents ; list immlc-d in as an instance of this 

annoyance, Helps 2294-2300 Parties making claims to vote in right of the chnicli 

instances, particularly singled out by tlic League in' tbeir objections, 

G. rKi/5(?« 3443-3446 In Middlesex ilie League objected to nearly all clergyim-’u 

merely on itie ground of some trifling informality iu the statement of iheir qualifications, 
^ Jrayne 3835-3843 Upon these grounds a number of them liave been expunged, ib- 

Clerks of the Peace. It would be no advantage that all notices of claims should be made 
known to ihe clerk of tlie peace as well as to the overseers, iVetowiart 5136-5143-^ — 
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ClerJts of the Peace — continued. 

that he should publish a list of the new claims as well as the votes objected to for the 

whole county, Newman 5i3^-5M3 Advantages which would arise from a list of the 

voters being made out by the clerk of the peace as well as by the overseers, Whateleu 

5253-5263 ^The revising barrister would have a copy of the list published by the 

clerk of the peace, and if he did not find the objection there, he would be precluded fiom 
entering into it, ib. 5268. 

See also Notice of Claims. Notices of Objection. Publication of Lists. 

Clerks of Union. In some cases, particularly in country places, it would be desirable to 
have another class of officers to carry out the Registration Act in lieu of the overseers, 
such as the clerk of the union, Whateley 5328-5330. 

Mr., M. p. Reasons for forming the opinion that Mr. Cobden’s vote for East 

Sussex is a fictitious vote, Burrell 5506-5514 The fact of manufacturers like Mr. 

Cobdeu, of London, purchasing a 405. rent-charge for the purpose of qualifying for a 
county in order to create voles to such an extent as should swamp the county constitu- 
ency is highly objectionable, i5. 5524, 5525. 

Common Pleas, Court of. Particulars respecting some objections in thetownshipof Small- 
wood, South Cheshire, which were referred to be heard in the revision court, on the 

ground that the notices were too late, J. Wilson 1756-1760 Decision of the Court 

of Common Pleas which has been had subsequently upon a similar case to these notices, 

ib. 1761 The Court of Common Pleas has held that those notices were not too late', 

i6. 1762, 1763. 

See also Amending Claims. Splitting Act. Tindal, Lord Chief Justice. 
Conservative Associations: 

Bucks. The number of objections made on behalf of the Conservative Association at 
the last barrister’s court was 24 ; tlie greatest number made in any one year has been 

120; they were all struck off, Xucas 2701-2703 ^The association did not endeavour 

to remove parties from the register on account of some possible omission or mis- 
description, ib. 2704 The League have only dona what the law allows them, but the 

Conservative party would not follow in the same steps, ib. 2705, 2706. 

South Cheshire. Number of objections made by the Conservative party ; number sus- 
tained ; party by whom signed, J. Wilson 1765-1770 Average number of objections 

made by the Conservative party since the last Registration Act, ib. 1788, 1789 Plan 

upon which the Conservative party carry out their system of objecting in Soutli Cheshire, 

Jenkins 3960-1969 Course pursued by the Conservative party in the case of the large 

number of objections made to their votes by the Auti-Corn Law League in South 
Cheshire, ib. 2046-2052. 

East Gloucester. Evidence respecting the objections made by the Conservatives in the 
Cheltenham district. Helps 2185-2188. 

South Lancashire. In South Lancashire the system of the League has been reci- 
procated by a wholesale system of resistance on the part of the Conservatives, G. Wilson 

3360-3363 Comparison between the proceedings of the League and tlie proceedings 

of the Protectionists with reference to the number of objections in South Lancashire 
and North Cheshire; examination thereupon, ii. 3448-3461. 

Middlesex. It is not true that in 1834, 1835, 1S36, and 1837, the Conservative Asso- 
ciation created a great number of qualifications by rent-charges or otherwise, JPoyne 

3823, 3824 Course which the Conservative Association has pursued in Middlesex in 

their objections to voters, to ascertain the validity of the grounds of such objections, 
ib. 3825. 

North Warwick. Evidence as to the funds and management of the North Warwick- 
shire Loyal and Constitutional Association, Behhert 732-739. 

See also Political Associations. Protection Societies. 

Corn Zetws. The objects of the Sussex Agiiculiural Protection Society originally^ were 
to resist what is considered an extraordinary conspiracy concocted by a body of men 
at Manchester and London for the purpose of annihilating a speciallaw passed by Par- 
liament; way in which the society determined to resist il, Burrell 547^-549i- 

Costs .- 

I. Reference to the Act of 1843, by which Costs tsere allowed. 

II. Inadequate power at present possessed by the Barristers in awarding Costs: 

this power should he increased. 

III. Objections to increasing this power. 

IV. Suggestions with respect to the maximum of Costs. 

0,41. 3 ® 
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Costs — continued. 

V. Evidence as to the allowance of Costs in various Uevision Coia-ts. 

1. Bucks. 

2. South Cltesliire. 

3. East Gloucester. 

4. South Leicester. 

5. Middlesex. 

6. North Stafford. 

7. North Warwick. 

8. York (West Riding). 

I. Reference to the Act of 1843, which Costs were allowed. 

No costs were allowed at all before the late Registration Act, ATyjmcns-% 957-960 - 

In 1835 there was no liability to costs in the case of making frivolous objections ; the 

Act passed in 1843, Macaulay 2553, 2554 Witness considered this Act a very good 

provision ; in the two succeeding years it diminished frivolous and vexatious objectmns 
very much ; last year it had not much effect, it was evaded by tlie witlulrawaf of the 
objections, ih. 2555-2557- 

II. Inadequate ‘^ower at present possessed by the Barrista-s in awardiny Costs-, this 

power should be increased. 

Powers of the revising barrister with respect to awarding costs, Whnteley 32-37 ^The 

mere fact of the notice of objection being served ouglit to be sufficient to entitle the 
party, the objector not appearing, to an order for costs against the objector, ib. 41-45 
——Leaving it to the party objected to to e.vecute that order upon the right person at 

his peril, ib. The proper rule would be, that the mere fact of the production of 

the notice of objection by the party objected to, the objector not appearing, ought 
to entitle him to an order for costs against the person whose name is signed to the 

notice, j'i. The revising barrister ought not to be limited in the amount of costs 

which he could grant 5 their decisions on the question of costs arc without appeal, ih. 

46-51 The recovery of costs may safely be left to the discretion of the revising 

barrister, with the present means given by the Act, Kj/nnersley 947-956. 

The barrister should in extraordinary cases have the power of giving e.xiraordinaiy 

costs. Helps 2166. 2172, 2173. 2181-2184 Way in wliicli tiio fact may be accounted 

for, that the nurnber of objections lias increased since the Legislature has awarded costs 

in cases of vexatious objections, ib. 2216, 2217 Allowing the Inirrisler greater latitude 

as to costs, and also restricting the post office service to the polling district, would be the 

best remedy for this system, 2237, 2238 The power of awarding co.sts, and the 

mode of enforcing them, should be made much more clear than at piWeiit, so that no 
barrister should be in any doubt as to tlie propriety of awarding them where an ob- 
jeciion was dearly vexatious, Macaulay 2563, 2564. 

It would be advisable to increase the power of the revising barrister in awiU'ding 

costs, Payne 3868 ; Shadwell 4316, 4317 lie should have a power up to 5 L, Payne 

3869-3871 Inadequate power the revising barristers have at present with regard to 

awarding costs, Townsend 4080,4081 Costs as they now stand arc very little pro- 
tection against frivolous objections, Shadwell 4315 The power of granting addi- 

tional costs where the objection is frivolous should be reserved to the barrister, Baxter 

4405-^09 General unwillingness among the barristers to inflict costs in the way of 

penalties, ib. 4406— — How far revising barristers are tenacious of exercising the dis- 
cretionary power they have of awarding costs, WhateUy 5281, 5282. 5284-528S. 

III. Objections to increasing this power. 

file discretion given to the barrister with respect to costs is too wide, Smith ic^8- 
1102 The barristers have sufficient power with respect to awarding costs, but they 

have a reluctance to use this power, Lucas 2712-2732 Witness would be very careful 

indeed of placing the power of giving costs in any case, G. Wilson 3699— — The present 
amount of costs the revising barrister has the power of awarding is a sufficient pro- 
tection against frivolous ami vexatious objections, ib. 3701-3709 Objections to 

giving the revising barristers further discretion with respect to costs; difficulty of 

defining a frivolous objection, Nctoman 5117-5130. 5146 Upon t!»e whole> thc^ 

sj’stem of a small limited cost to abide the event is superior to any other system of 
costs, ii. 5147. 

IV. Suggestions with respect to the maximum of Costs. 

The extent to which costs should be given against a person objecting to a proved 
vote 18 a question of degree, but they should not be less than 5 Whateley 194-19®"" 
There sliould be some maximum of costs, but 20s. is too low as a maximum, Macaulay 
2565-2567 Costs should be given in some degree equivalent to the expenses under- 
gone, 2568,2569 It would be advantageous to increase the maximum of costs, 

Lucas 2714. 

V. Evidence 
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Costs — continued. 

V. Evidence as to the allowance of Costs in varioiis Revision Courts. 

1. Bucks. 

Number of cases at Aylesbury in which costs were granted; amount which was 
awarded; statement made by Mr. Lines, the general objector, that he would pay no 
more costs, and the objections were then withdrawn, Lucas 2655-2661. 

2. South Cheshire. 

Number of cases in which costs were awarded, J. Wilson 1751-1753 With rega.rd 

to the objections that were not heard by the barrister on the ground that the notices were 

too late, costs were not given in any case, ib. 1764 Evidence as to the number of 

cases in which costs were obtained ; grounds upon which costs were not given in many 
cases where the objections failed, Jenkins 1846-1873. 1882-1896. 

8. East Gloucester. 

Costs weie not given except for expenses ; most of the parties were resident in Chel- 
tenham the object of giving costs was when the parties were brought a long distance 
from home. Helps 2130—2134. 

4. South Leicester. 

Grounds on which costs were given when the objections were not sustained; avast num- 
ber of these cases were without the slightest pretence for an objection, 2454-2463 • 

5. Middlesex. 

Description of objections in which witness has usually allowed costs, Shadmll 4294. 

6. North Stafford. 

Small number of cases in which costs w'ere allowed ; grounds upon which they were 
refused, Smith 1030-1048. 1054-1065. 

7. North Warwickshire. 

Instances of voters appearing to invalidate the notice of objection losing their costs; 

strange grounds on which they have done this, W/tafefey 23-31 When the invalid 

notices were brought to the attention of the revising barrister, the objector appeared; 
way in which the revising barrister got over ihe clause in the Act of Parliament with 

respect to the payment of costs, ih. 32-37 In the votes which witness substantiated 

against the objections, he obtained costs in very few instances, 16. 61-69 ^^w 

instances, when the objections were decided by the revising barrister to be frivolous and 

vexatious, were costs allowed by the revising barrister, Wilmot 357-360 The revising 

barristers do not give costs in a sufficient number of cases to prevent frivolous and 

vexatious objections, ih. 449 ^The party makicg the indiscriminate objections was 

not iti a situation to pay costs if they had been awarded against him, RumeAy 3907—: — 
Costs were applied for in these cases, but witness found that he could not award them as 

the party himself had not signed them, ih. 3907-3913 Whenever a necessity for 

amendment was shown, witness did not consider bitnselFjustihed in giving costs, ih. 3918. 

8. York (West Riding). 

The present system does not induce parties to appear with a view to getting costs ; 
costs have never been particularly given to any great extent in the West Riding, Baxter 
4427 - 4434 - 

See also Befosit for Costs. Fictitious Votes. Frivolous 07id vexatious Objections. 

Misdescnj>iio7is, 3. Objections. Revising Barristers. 

County Members {Sussex). The coercion of the county members was not an object of the 
Sussex Agricultural Protection Society, though it may have had an effect in 
influencing them, .Burref/ 55Z9~555 ^ — The Sussex members have all been united, and 
are all most decided Protectionists, ib. 5539-5540. 



County Registration. The county registiation has been found in the most imperfect con- 
dition, G. WiZson 3271 — —Parties have been found upon the registers who have been 

dead or disqualified for many years, ib. The registers, also, in many other respects 

were found most imperfect, ib. 

Creation of Votes: 

I. Generally. 

II. Creation of Votes by the Anti-Corn Law League. 

III. Creation of Votes in particular Counties. 

1. South Cheshire. 



2. East Sussex. 

3- York (West Riding). 

IV. Difficulty of preventing the Creation of Votes. 



I. Generally. 

FaciMes exist for creating votes by a system of granting rent-charMs to the amoirnt 
of 40s., and of splitting up property into small freeholds of that value, 

0.41, 3 ® 2 
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Creation or Eotbs.-— I. Genera^— continued. 

Witness lias never known an instance of great proprietors creatinir votes fn,- 
of conferring tile franchise upon tlieir tenants or people whom thtw can coiitro? 

2909-0913 Should the system which has been aSoptetl by till 

will lead to the retaliation of parties ofopposite politics in the crcation!fvoterr£th 
fiules ; evils likely to arise in consequence, Alexander 4866-4882. 

II. Creation of Votes by the Anti-Corn Law League. 

Explanation as to the system pnrsueci by the League in pnlting voters on the reeister 

and as to the creation of rent-charges, James 2963-29S0 I-I„iv far the parties whose 

names are put on the register, pay lor the qnalilication, a, tftrrtement made bv Mr 

Dnffielti Lofthouse & Whrlrvorlli, accountants lor the League at Manchester or ihionrh 
the hands ol Messrs.Sale & Worthington, solicitors for the Cei.gne, in paymen of 
chase-money of quaiihcations for the West Riding of Yorkshire Srv it!, r ...a \ ■ ^ T 

Horth Cheshire, 4811-4836; JVewman 4947-4Q66 ^Thc creation 

1,500 votes would be calculated to turn the fate ofandcction even n i 

like the West Riding of Yorkshire, 4 ZcWe,- 4 S 37 - 486 t ’ ® “ 

III. Creation of Votes m particular Counties. 

1. South Cheshire. 

aooJ'tn".? Ti*" and creation of votes by the League, *«/,«,< lovo-ioo, 

-io/ofv'oS 

2. East Sussex. 

Particulars tesperitiiig a transaction which took place in the early part of the year 
1846 as to the purchase of some votes for East Susse.x on the propity of a M £ 
held at Brtghton, Paullon 3743-3746 Witness can speak £ h£yi,L reiiyek t 

mr 37 T‘-"'“'-^“ 

3. York (West Riding). 

The subdivision oj property, for the purpose of making votes, has not taken nine? kv 
any great extent in tiieWest Riding till lately, Baxter .!,o. Si 

4987-S006. 5009-5015. 5061-506; ^.pubhe arlvertiseme’nls wcuc issued fulflrm- 

hel 1 nrgirig persons to procure voles, and offering facilities, through tim tmiii of the 

else,. RsfeeiTt^theciseofXaM^^^^^^ 

one utidivided fifteenth part thertmf; ’Brigli.is-huhllingsrnmrk!; « 4 

greater portion of the persona claiming were resklcnts in ihc^comuiY- descHi)lion of 

pe sons they were, ,i. 4756-4758— It was avowe.l in this trausac i 7 ^ha I 

1 pr’J"a Uhr^'t: Imv f o» 6- 

me pa t ot ah the 50, to Imy for the mere purpose of oUuiiuiiig votes ft 4750 iv6o 

i;:iZ21ft?;“6t776r’°"" R'o6iust^fVl'° 

to show that this large creation of votes in the West Riding was cnact"d for 

hi7n£?£'. " 4883-4S89; W®».oH5o,6-5of3_-There have 

been no instances of the Conservative nanv iTiviivn- ^ . .■ 

folS" tl?e s;rth™:ys"ten,,‘'£ .“f “f '"s ^ 

WeZur 49 i 3493 r ^ ‘''= An'i-Corn Law Lealue, 

IV. Difficult;/ of preventing the Creation of Votes. 

rtiZ 7;;^ ‘*5^ Tt " of making property a Qualification for 

6iffiiul."thing to limit. 

o Forty- Shilling Freehokls. 

Jrmidnlait Claims, lienl-charges. Small Freeholds. Splittim Act. 

D. 

^inS°oTa B^dQZeZw? '"isht he made evidence of a right to vote, 

lo this efl'ecf tVfim Mr ?t ^ » -^^P- vii., Zmcqs 2707 Instance in which udeclaraiioa 

2707^ U { T' received as evidence by the revising barrister, 

»wismlbmri fora distant voter at all limes to come to the 

lU'iv bp f iL-pn in. 1 i ° P'ovt his qualificaiion, James 3250-3255 Dcchiratioos 

cr i e siatuie sworn before a niagistnUe, and taken upon this pre- 



sumpiic 
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Declarations — coniinued. 

sumption, that the revising banister, If the party were present, would swear him, and be 

satisfied with his answer, James 3®50"3^55 revising barrister would take the 

declaration for as much as is stated therein ; if the declaration could be impugned, of 
course the declaration would go over, ii. 

Suggestion that the claimant (when non-resident) should in the case of objection send a 
notice to the clerk of the peace, which notice should be accompanied by a declaration of 

his having the qualification, Payne 3864-3867 Form of declarations made by Mr. 

Baron Parke and Mr. Baron Alderson, in support of their votes, delivered in, i'b. 

The claimant should make a declaration that he lias good grounds for claiming to vote, 

such declaration to be sent to the clerk of the peace, Sh^well 4318-4320. 4324 It 

would not be desirable as a general rule, that any form of declaration in corroboration of 
the qualification should be acUnitted as evidence,.Pa.rfcr44io-44i7. 

Declarations of Trust. One grand remedy for the pernicious system pursued by the Anti- 
Corn Law League would be to do away with the declarations of trust, Alexander 

4889 So long as their declarations are allowed to constitute a vote, that the revising 

barrister sliall admit upon the register, it is utterly impossible for any constituency 
to avoid the effect of the immense importation of votes that will take place, il. 
4889-4894. 

Dempsttr, George. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Solicitor at Brighton, 5560 Is a member 

of the Sussex Society for tlie protection of agriculture; is a member of some of the 
committees of that society; is cognizant of their proceedings to a very great extent., 
^561-5564 ^The purpose for which the society was formed, was the protection of agri- 
culture, the protection then existing, 5565-5570 Sort of proceedings witness has 

taken in order to further the society’s views, 5571-5574 Nothing has been done 

by the society with respect to interference at elections, except as regards the regis- 
tration of voters ; they were led to do this iu consequence of the Anti-Corn Law League 

having made some very vapid strides in that direction, 5575-5579 No steps have 

been taken by the society with a view to placing persons on the register, 5580-5583. 

5608-5619 Individual members of the society may have recommended or invited 

persons to obtain qualifications; how far witness has done so himself, 5584-5607—— 
Interest taken in the society by the Duke of Richmond ; evidence as to his attendance at 

the meetings of the society, 5620. 5625,5626 How far there is anyconne.xion between 

the society and the “Sussex Express” newspaper, of which Mr, Baxter is the editor, 

■5627-5633 Explanation respecting an advertisement in that paper relative to the 

purchase of qualifications ; further evidence as to the granting of rent-charges by witness ; 

price which has been paid for them, 5634-5644 The society has undertaken to 

substantiate claims and make objections, 5645-5651. 

Connexion subsisting between the East Sussex Agricultural Protection Society and 

the Central Society in London, 5652-5659 Further evidence as to the atlendauce of 

the Duke of Richmond at the meetings of the society, 5662-5666 ^There was no 

understanding with the parties to whom witness conveyed votes as to how they should 

vote, but they were supposed to be friends to protection, 5669-5671 The society i» 

now’called the Society for the Protection of Native Industry ; they are bound to uplioid 

protection to agriculture, 567S-5674. 5677-5683 'I’hey are"not bound to exercise then- 

influence at elections in support of protection, 5675, 5676— --Furlher evidence as ^ the 

granting of rent-charges by individual members of the association, 5684-5696 Ihere 

is no objection to a person resident in the western division of a county having property 

entitling him to a vote in the eastern division of that county, 5697-5706 Fames 

residin<y beyond a certain distance from the county should not have the same quali- 
ficaiioiT to vote as a person residing in ilie county, they not being part of the natural con- 
stituency, 5699. 



Deposit TOR Costs-. _ 

1. Advantages which would arise from requiring a Deposit as a seewnty jor 

Costs. 

2. Suggestions as to the mode in which this might be made practicable. 

3. Objectiems to a Deposit for Costs, 

4. Opinion that no Deposit is necessary in the case of a claim-, or on thepart of 

a person objected to. 

1 Advantages which would arise from requiring a Deposit, as a security for Costs. 

ExDediencv of adopting a system of deposit for costs ; all persons should 

Jepositli. 01^2 i. will! thf clerk of iVie pence, ‘9 *’ ki 

—Sepposiog the suggcBiion of a deposit for costs not to 
desirable to give iaciUlies for recovering “™P«“sa‘ion adequate to the 

of time incuS-ed. Xjmaerslet/ 961-968 ^Therc should 

■case, Payne 3873, 3874 The bainsler shoulo receue t p ‘ 

0.41. 3B3 
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Deposit FOU Costs :~l. Acharitaga which would arise from renuirinn /» r> 

secnriiyfor Costs-coxUmned. o. Deposit as a 

was entered into, Payne 3875 Reason why this would be preferable to the u ■ 

made wilh the clerk of the peace, ih. 3875, 3876 System of sernii» iioticesLll. 

which would amount to the same tiling as the deposit of i L, or whatever the , 
of costs might be, in the hands of Government by the party objecting, Biirnahi 
A deposit for costs would not prevent wholesale ohjeclions, lint would nrevenMVr'i — 
ohjaciions, iZi. 402S-4044. ’ ‘ i-riivoious 

The object of witness in [iroposing that a list shmilti be pnblislicd bvthe cl^rV p 
tlie peace is to provide for the deposit of costs, that the voter may know tlvu iJm, • 

hashes made, Whatdci, ,,.70, 5271 The deposh of (i,7. I ,, "m.i;! 

ciem, ib. 3376-5283 It would be an inconvenience for olijcctors to have to imt 

500i. or t,oi)of., hill tins would not be so great as the imam'veniciicc of the oresent .1“ 

tern tb 5278 of mi A deposit would he no practical ohsiacic 10 fair ohjiii„„s beht 

made,tS 5279 5280 Length of time tlie proposal ileirosit would remain in lliehandl 

o( the clerk of the peace belore tlie cases are likely to be licaril ib 5080 ° 

posed in the Draft Bill for amending the law respecting the registmtio,, ofvottrs tht 
objectors shall find secimty tor costs, App. 364. ' ’ 

■2. Stiggesticm as to the tmdc in which this might h: made pmclmMe. 

Sugpstion that for each notice to voters already on the register, the party obieclinv shall 
deposit 2S 6a. with the overseers ol the parish in which the p?aperly is k.tuaied, to abidfthe 

even of the rev.smg hamster’s decision. Re,,, vii. Tliat any person bei^g .a proved 

registered voter whose vote is objeoteci to on the merit of the quahaliation sballL eKd 
on establishing his vote a second lime, to recover, as of right, the sum of 40s, from the 
party objecting over and above the 2s. 6d. which the party ohiecting had deposi Twi h 
the overseers, si.--Suggest on in the event of the |,riacipli of d“eposit be'^aflZ 
as to the time at which and the party with whom aiteh deposit should be lodged £yn- 
nerdey 969 -Suggestion that every objeclov shoiiid deposit 2s. Sd, with the* oversem 
with each notice of objection as a deposit for costs with a view 10 preveS 

.brprrtie°^Xfir7’,l Evidence ,0 "Sol 

ine practicaljility or ilus snfjgestion, «/». 43S2 — /|;jq6. 

luiviiiLi^frlv^i* I Jipl'ciir to HUjiporthisvote, uot 

support if, luj simi.ld be liable to the pay- 
Wa rli ssy!4;5"456':'“‘'’"’ 4311«— Hvidenee upon this suggestior, fi, 

deSiferfi,/'’ widr !7 -T ••'I'peai'ing lo support his vole, shall 

deposit 26, 0 (i. with the overseer boloie Ins ilcleiice he hcani, Jiacler 4398. 4544- 

ai,v“amei?Jren,'f "''"""''f '’“"/.'‘M'-’cted to appears and sustains his vote without 

ii. 4473-I495! 4398 -livaminntion upon lllis soggestioa, 

leelsterihe ohtei''’’? •'»>=> I’m is struck off the 

tlif par?v obiimaVi 0 “ “■ ■ig""’, »”tl .ilso to that of 

party objtcled to, 7,0.^^4398 Eviclenee upon this suggcttioii, ib. 4473 el seq. 

ihf ™Sr°w‘‘ih'’"r " ihe name is retained os 

>gain®Ser ^08 ‘‘T'"'""'' «“ivc his 2 s. 6d. back 

.igatn, MSaxter 4398 txamiiHUion thereupon, ih. 4496-4517. 

to deposits arc iiueiidetl^ as a substitule for the provisions 
iust a suffieVnt T^he payinetu of '2 s. 6d. on the one side or other is 

of 1 1 . is too hii»lT fnrih? P*'^''*’***^ ubusp, ih. 4426. 4431-4433 The proposed deposit 

Durnose i/j a,ifc\,4^dn that 2 s. 6(/. is sufficient to answer the 

with respect to deposits in the case 
;io^'Sw,rj6S:-;687'."''"“ “ P-e.u frivolous objeo- 

3. Objections to a Dqwsitfor Costs. 

ohi^tion^ tlie suggestion of requiring a deposit in case of making 

WUneri for costs! 2289-2293— 

make a denosit with ,h?’ .? that the objector should be compelled to 

ment ofthproftta M the peace, but there should be some security for ihepay- 

Sre a very mischievous to both partiesto 

comtdeieUnwpraol^'^ff. to a voter; it would make the present Bill a 

submitted to ihiaVnm ^'II>^'2»2 cs3157-3i6i Witness concurs in the suggestions 

inent of thpfiflno Baxter, except wilh regard to the working depart- 

Netvman Sogi5ii6~'^5r64-5i*7^'^ difficult iu practice, 
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Deposit for Costs — continued. 

4 . Opinion that no Deposit is necessary in the case of a claim ; or on the part of a 
person objected to. 

There should not be auj deposit for costs required on the part of the person objected to, 

Whateley 1 97 It is not necessary to have a deposit made in the case ofa claim, ib. 51273- 

5275 ^ depositon the part of the party objected to is not necessary ih. 5301, 5302. 

See also Objectors. 

Description on the Register. How far simplifying the description of ilie vote on the 

register would be likely to diminish litigation about votes, Macaulay 2597-2605 

Suggestion as to the nature of ibe description which should be required, Newman 5158- 

5163 It is extremely desirable that the register should give as accurate a description 

as possible, under all the columns, of the residence, qualification, and other particulars of 
the voter, Alexander 4717,4718. 

See also Amending Claims. Misdescriptions- Numbers of Souses. 

Distant Voters. See Absentee Voters. Son-resident Voters. 

Duplicate Entries. Suggestion that the same name appearing twice upon the register for 

different qualifications be held a good ground for objection, Rep. vi. Suggestion that 

on an objection on the ground of double entry only, the objector shall be confined to that 

head of objection, ib. Objections to allow the same party to appear move than once 

on the register, Whateley 295-299 — —Evils arising from the absence of some provision 

for removing duplicate entries or dead voters, G. Wilson 3291, 3292 Instances of 

parties being on the register several times, ti. 3295-3298 Impurity of the register 

arising from double entries; though they are not considered ns impurities in law, iJ. 

3299-3304 Suggestion that the revising barrister shall have power 'to expunge all 

double entries, Baxter 4398 Examination upon this suggestion, ib. 4535-4542.4547 

-4551 Great objection to persons appearing more than once on the register; these 

cases occur to an extraordinary extent on the register of the West Riding; some names 

appear as many as loorii times, Newman 5173-5192 There is no objection to 

parlies being on the register more than once, provided they are registered for separate 
qualifications, Whateley 5316-5325. 

See also Meols, Nmrth. Neeld, Mr. Joseph^ ar.p. 

E. 

Bhctioyi Jvfiuerice. The facilities for creating votes have been taken charge of by different 

parlies, at different times, and in different degrees, Rep. iii. It is possible that large 

associations may endeavour to influence elections, not only by making objections on a 

large scale, but also by putting in claims to vote on a large scale, Whateley 201 This 

latter is not so likely, on account of the power of the overseers to object to votes, ib. 

202-204. 

Elections. .An accurate knowledge of the electors in a county lends to prevent parties 

engaging in unnecessary contests, Baxter 4569 It is a very great object, with a 

view to an election, that the respective parties should be able to ascertain very 
correctly the number and description of the elections on the register, Alexander 
4719-4732— This knowledge tends very much to diminish the expense of an election 
in the case of a contest, ih. 4720-4722. 

Expenses. Objection to expenses being allowed, besides the 2 s. 6 J. deposit suggested by 
witness, j 5 a;rfcr 4421-4425. 4441. 

F. 

Eaggot Votes. See Creation of Votes. Rent-charges. 

Faulkner, John. (Analysis of his Evidence.) It is the usual practice of the barristers to 
go through the lists themselves; and when there appears to be a deficient description 

to ascertain the means of completing it from the overseer, 2736 It is not requisite 

that in these cases an objection should be made to bring it under the notice of the revising 

barrister, 2737 Reference to a statement made to witness by the attornies of the 

Anti-Corn Law League, on his telling them that the Conservative majority in Middlesex 
was upwards of 1,000; that if they brought down the League to bear upon that, it would 
amount to noibing, the same as they had done in the West Riding of Yorkslure, when 
they had put on the last registration upwards of 2,000 votes, 2737. 2763-2766 The 
only mode of preventing the invasion of a particular county would be by increasing 
the franchise to 10 1 ., where a party resides out of the county, 2738-2740-— -1 ms was 
done as respects persons having a life interest, but not having an inheritance in the 

county, when the party does not reside on the property, 2738 The fictitious votes are 

generally of non-residents; in the instance mentioried by witness, they proposed 
placing a number of the League on the register, 2739- 

A fictitious voter could state as easily that he had 10 i!. a year as 40 s., but_it 

would not be so easy to manufacture votes, 2741 Witness is an advocate tor 

0.41. 3 B 4 preventing 
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Faulkner, John. (Analysis of i)is Evidence) — continued. 

pveveming persons putting themselves on the register who have the mean 
buying the 40s. qualification, without they buy it with their own money 27d2-I ° 

Absentee voters should have a larger qualification than those that are resid^l^ 

this would prevent hctitious votes, 2745-2760 The law baa cousidered that buvTn’ 

land and subdividing it for the purpose merely of acquiring a vote, is an onpJi S 
to be discomagecl, 2761, 2762. ^ 

J'ictitioiiti Votes, It would give rise to a gtent many fictitious voles if tlie law did 
lequire llial tliere slioulil be an inteliigible description of tile place of abode and rb 

nature of tile qualification, Whatdmj It is desirable timt there should be no 

fictitious votes upon the register, ih. 73 Evidence as to the creation of flctilions 

votes, IJebhert 672-674 Ia!piO|jer votes may be put into a great mmiber just in 

the same way that improper objections may be made, Kymiersky 874-886 ilf diffi 

cultics were tlirown in tlie way of making objections under tiic present state of the law' 

11 would very much facilitate the keeping on the register fictitious votes, ij.goi ! 

Witness lias never seen any tiling like a system of piming on fictitious voles in anv 

county, lb. 904, gog Facilities for pulling fictitious voles upon the register, as reear/s 

annuities and rent-charges, ib. 937. ^ 

There is no difficulty whatever in placing fictitious votes on the register • objections 

are the only check against this practice, Helps 2195-2207 The fictitious votes are 

generally o! non-residents ; instance mentioned, in which it was proposed placiiiga num- 
ber of the League on the register, Faulkner 2737-2739 A fictitious voter could state 

as easily that he had loZ. a year as 40s., but it would not be so easy to manufacture 

votes, 2741 Reasons lor considering that tliere U no probability of fictitious 

claims being made to any greutextent,B«.rler44i8-4420 A greater numberof fictitious 

votes, where there was no pretence for a claim, were made in the West Ridiiv^ of York 

m 1845, liad ever been the case before, 4890-4892 Reasons for 

believing that fictitmus votes have been created in the county of Sussex by persons 
^sident m Manchester ; explanation as to what witness considers a fictitious vote. 

5501-5514. 

See also Fraudulent Claims. 

Fit^illiam, Earl. Evidence as to the rent-charges being granted to the servants of Earl 
ii'Uzwilliam ; witness created these votes himself^ Nexoman 5045-5060. 

Forty Shilling FrechoUs. Facilities exist for creating votes by n .system of granting real- 
chiirges to the amount of 40s., and of splitting up properly into auiait frcelioltls of that 
value, ni. 

See also Franclmc. lient-chargc.s. Small Freeholds. 

FcmlcT. Rkhord. (Analysis of ins Evidence.) Hcsiclcs in the pai isli of Aston, in the conoty 

Of Warwick; 13 a voter for the northern division of tliat county, 775, 776 Parti- 

cu ais respecting the objection to witness’s vote at the last registration ; evidence as to 
the objection having been frivolous; witness succeeded in establishing his vote, 777-7^- 
Franchise. A reasonable suggestion has been made by some parties whether in cases where 
ilieie IS a multiplication of votes, they should not be raised to a life interest of 10/. a year, 
ucas 2735— The only mode of preventing tlie invasion of a particular county would 
e by increasing the franchise to loZ. where a party resides out of the county, Favlher 
2730-2740 Ihis was done as respects persons having a life interest, but nothaviog 
^ in^ntancc in the county wliere the party does not reside on the property, il. 278^ 
Witness is an advocate for preventing persons putting themselves on the register 
w 10 nave the means of buying the 40 s. qualification, without they buy it with their own 

money, tb. 2742-2744 The qualification is not too low, provided \i he a honH fidt 

qualihcauon ; explanation as to the meaning witness gives to a bond /irfe qualification, 
VerraU 2890. 2899-2902. » o / 1 

Witness would not do away with the 405. freeholder, as regards persons residing in the 

county, Burrell 5^92 But persona residing bevond a certain distance from *1'® 

county should be obliged to possess a 10 /. fVeeliold'’ to entitle them to vote, ib. 549^' 
5500 Ihcre IS no objection to a person resident in the western division of a county 
having property entitling him to vote for the eastern division of that county, Bmpster 
5 97“57t^® 1 arties residing beyond a certain disiance from the county should not 

aye the same qualification to vote as persons residing iu the county, they not being part 
of the natural constituency, 8^1.5690. ^ 

See also Creation of Votes. Qualifications. Fmt-charges. 

Rraudxletit Claims. Tlie IVimciiise cannot lie siniplifled without throwing open the door to 
agieat deal of fraud, and to the introduction of a great many fictitious votes, Kynncrsl^ 
‘here is a power toallow costs for a frivolous claim the same as a frivolous ob- 
J^ciiori; ibe clause includes claims as well as objections, Macaulay 254C-2549— ' 
J.uere is no mode of recovering costs from the parties who cause fraudulent claims to be 

put on die register, Afccaiffoy 2546 ; Burnalry 3955 A person having no claim whatever^ 

■may get his name put upon the register with perfect impunity, taking tlie chance of 
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Fraudulent Claims — comiouecl. 

ip being struck off, Macaulay 2550 To witness’s knowledge, names have been put on 

the register not only ot persons who had no votes, but who had no existence, ib. 

As the law now stands, there is no check whatever in the way oP placing- fraudu- 
lent claims upon the register, James 3109. 3119-3121 ; Shadioell 432i-43®3. 4325- 

4328 How far there is any expense attendant upon getting rid of fraudulent claims ; 

the expense is not so much as that for defending a vote, Burnaby 3956, 3957. 4048— 

4052 There is no expense whatever in sending in a fraudulent claim, but there is 

considerab e difficulty m getting it to appear on the list, ib. 3958 If the overseers 

did their duty properly they would object to a fraudulent claim, ib. 3958-3961 

Very few fictitious claims have come before witness; what has rather 'struck him has 
been the great readiness to make groundless objections, Shadwetl • 

See also Fictitious Votes. 

Fraudulent Objections. Reasons why witness would call it fraudulent if a person on the 
register employs a person not on the register to sign objections, Whateley 162-169. 

Free Traders. The only guarantee as to their politics imposed upon any of the applicants 
to the League for the purchase of a vote, is the fact of their being free-traders, Paulton 
3749-3754* 



Frivolous and Vexatious Objections : 

I. Generally. 

II. Evidence as to the frivolous and vexatious obiections made by ike Agents of 

the League in various Counties. 

1. Bucks. 

2. South Cheshire. 

3. South Leicester. 

4. D^orth Stafford. 

5. Korth Warwick. 



I. Generally. 

Difficulty of coming to a conclusion as to how far the notices of objection served by 

the League were vexatious or otherwise, Rep. v. Evidence as to what witness considers 

a vexatious or fraudulent objection, Whateley 145-160 The present facility given to 

objections leads to frivolous and vexatious objections to an objectionable extent, ib. 217, 

2i 8 Evidence as to what witness conceives to be a fraudulent objection, Hebbert 

579-593 increased the liability of persons making frivolous objections 

by giving the revising banister the power of giving costs in those cases, Kynnersley 

975-981* 

Information as to what witness considers a frivolous objection; the amendment of 
a vote on objection being frivolous must depend upon the nature of the arnendiuent, 
Macaulay 2399-2408 It is cheaper to make wholesale objections without investiga- 

tion than to employ a solicitor to inquire into each case as to the.quaiification, but it is 

not so fair or just to ilie electors, il. 2478-2480 It is desirable to prevent either party 

from being vexed by frivolous objections, the success of which would cause their non- 

appearance upon the register, James 3^60 The amount of the vexation is rather 

thought too much of in counties, seeing that the city and borough elector has annually 
to attend to his vote, ib. 

There are too great facilities for frivolous objections, Shadwell 4268 The looih 

section of the last Act gives a very great facility to persons to object without any reason, 

Way in which they may object and get a person disfranchised without the 

voter knowing any thing of ihe matter, ib. 4268, 4269- 

II. Evidence as to ihe frivolous and vexatious objections made by the Agents of the 

League in various Counties. 



1. Bucks. 

The objections heard were for the most part of the most trivial kind, such as no number 
being given to a house or street; the houses are not numbered in most of the towns m 
Buckinghamshire, Lucas 2679-2693. 



2. South Cheshire. 

Evidence as to the wholesale and frivolous objections taken at the last revision for 
South Cheshire, and as to their falling to the ground from the illegality of the signatures ; 
also evidence as to the award of costs in some of these cases, Toronsend 4ti9“4i33* 



3. South Leicester. 

From the commeticement of the registration there has been a system of vexatious 

objections, Macanfay 2305 With regard to the-frivolous objections on the Liberal ade, 

0.41, 3O 
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Frivolous AND Vexatious OujEcri<tNS:—\l. «*• io, ^c.— continued 

3. South Leicester — continued. 

there have not been many occasions in whicli they liave been iu a wholesale maim 
two most striking occasions were 10 years upon, in 1835 and 1845, ^ncaulay 240^2^!”^ 

There was no pretence for an objection to the inajovity of the votes • this m ii^’ 

coiifirmed by the fact of so many being witlutrawu, ib. 2354 Mo brief was produced 'f 

the nature of the objections, ib. 2355 Vexatious system of objections taken to voieR 

on the Conservative side in 1835; account of ilte system j)ursiu*(l at that lime bv th 

Reform Society, ib. 2373-2385 Unless the law be altered iliey will remaiu liaWetA 

the same system of wholesale objections, ib. 2477. ° 

4. Tforth Stafford. 

Particulars as to the frivolous nature of many of the objections in Uitoxeter- instances 
given ; in only one case were costs given, and that only to the aiuoniit of 1 !sr7/MHe7'jleH 

802-804- 1 1 dill not appear that inquiries had heen made in the neiglibourhood abnnt 

the suUiciency of the votes, ib. 807. 

5. North Warwick. 



claimants against fnvolous objections, Wilmot 494-407 Particulars respecting the 

objection to witness s vole for North Warwick at the last registration ; evidence as to the 
objection having been frivolous; witness succeeded in establishing his vote Fmoler 

777“799 The general character of the objections was tliat they were ratiier trifiine 

objections; by far the major part of them were for the purpose of nmendine the de- 
scription, Burnaby 39M-3917 Great number of frivolous objections made at the 

last revision for North Warwickshire; how fur costs were awarded in these cases 
%b. 4053-4060. ’ 

See also Anti-Corn Law League. Ohjcctiom. 

Frogyalt, Join. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Solicitor; has been engaged by the Mar- 
quis of Abercorn in preparing deeds of rcui-cliargos or aminitics; names of the 
parties lo whom these rent-charges have been granted, ami panictilars respecting them, 
460I-4G77. ‘ K O > 

o. 

Gloucester, East. Reference by ilie Coinmiltoc to the aliegation that ilie Anti-Cora Law 
League posted at Manchester on the 22d, 23d and 24th of Aiigusi, Ihu mostly on the 
the last day allowcil by law, wholesale ohjcctiona against ilie voters for this county, 

Jiep.iv. boinc of these notices were (lostcil so late that it was impossible for'the 

posltnastet to ilespatcli llit-m for several flays sncecssivelv, ib. Instances showing 

Uie state of the register lor Best Gloucester; case of Mr. liticknall Estcoiirl, now Mr. 

hotheron. G. Wilson 3287, 3288 Evidence with respect to the interference of the 

An i-Corii W Lcagne in the regoso^^^^ of East Gloucester, anti ohservalions on the 
evidence of Mr. Helps given beloie the Committee on the suhjeet, ib. 3437-3443. 3447 
ioaniinary of the result of revision of list of voters in the eastern division of the 
comity of Gloucester, ohjected to by the Anti-Corn Law League, App. 366. 

Objections, U.i. Withdrmd 

Gotiwaltz, Georguum Mimjarct. (Analysis of her Evidence.) Postmistress of Birming- 
ham; patUculars respecting the iiirivai of a large number of objeetions which passed 
through ihe Birmingham ollice; they came from Manchester, 1576-1624. 

II. 

Hebbert, John BeiiJoto. —(Analysis of his Evidence.)— Solicitor at Birmingham; has 
oeen employed lor some years attemliiig to the registration of North Warwickshire, Bot- 
500 iiVicieiice respecting a number of notices at the revision of votes in Binningbam 
pui polling to be signed by a person of the name of Worthington, but which were proved 

to have been sig„ed by a man named Stafford, 507-564 Difiereiice in the plan pur- 

sued by ttie North Warwickshire Agricultural Protection Association and tlie Anti-Corn 
Eaw League in looking alter the registry, 565-578 Evidence as to what witness con- 
ceives ID be a fraudu ent objection, 679-693 There is a very considerable diBereuce 

in the extent to which the pnrifieaiioii of the register lias been carried on by the League 
as coiupared with the Loyal Oonstiliitional Society, 694-697 Effect of tlie proceed- 
ings ot the Anli-Coni Law League 011 liie register itself) 508-607 It is desirable to 

protect the register and to remove persons from it who are not entitled to vote, when 
properly earned out; objections to the mode in which the Anti-Oorn Law League have 
tiled to carry out tins object, 60S -660. 

Withdraw^of objections at the revision at Birmingham in the registralion court; 
iney were witlidtawii in consequence of the notice having been found to be informal; 

“ number 
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Hebbert, John Benbow. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 

number so withdrawn; number of fraudulent objections made, 65i--67i Evidence 

as to the creation of fictitious votes, 672-674 No objections at all were made last 

year .by the Loyal and Constitutional Association, 675 Particulars respecting 

the objections made by the League at Sutton Coldfield, 676-687- Further evidence 

respecting the numerous objections made to voters in the registration court at Birming- 
ham, and as to the number of cases io which costs were allowed ; inconvenience which 

many parties were put to in consequence, 688-697 Oath taken by Worthington, 

that the objections were signed by himself, though subsequently Stafford swore they^were 

signed by 11101,690-693 Opinion that the present slate of the Registration Act is very 

imperfect, inasmuch as it gives great facility for fraudulent and vexatious objections, 
698-707. 

Witness signed the petition from North Warwickshire relative to the proceedings in 

the registration court; general nature of the allegations of this petition, 708-719' 

One of the allegations of this petition was that the objections were aiiemptetl to be sup- 
ported by the agents of the Anti-Corn Law League ; that such objections entirely failed, 

and that the petitioners’ names were retained on llie register, 715 There is no doubt 

that the objections signed by Worthington and Stafford were fraudulent; evidence in 

support of this assertion, 720-731 Evidence as to tiie funds and management of the 

North Warwickshire Loyal and Constituiioal Association, 732-739 Power possessed 

by ilie revising barrister of amending tlie names of persons and their residences ; how far 
the barrister is likely to know whether they are properly described without objections 
being taken, 740-760. 774— — It would not be an amendment of the Act if no objection’s 
were allowed on those grounds which, the barrister might supply or amend in .the 
revision court; the power of objecting should still be left, 761-773. 



Helps, Richard. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Solicitor; has assisted in attending the 
revising barrister’s court since the passing of the Reform Bill, chiefly for the eastern 

division of the county of Gloucester, 2053-2055 A great number of objections were 

made to votes upon the registiatioo last year, 2056 They were almost exclusively 

made by a person of the name of Henry Bishop, a shoemaker of Cheltenham; 'the 
objeciions coming from Manchester; the majority of them were posted there, the 

remainder were posted at Cheltenham, 2057-2060 Number of objections in the 

eastern division altogether that were objected 10 by this person alone; they were prin- 
cipally to non-resident parties, residing at a distance, 2061-206S Number of those 

objections which were served against tne Conservatives in the Gloucester district; num- 
ber struck off, and grounds upon which struck off; nature of the cases that failed in 

whicli costs were allowed, 2069-2095 In many of the cases of objections which were 

signed by Bishop tmd came from Manchester, a withdrawal of the objection was sent by 

James Acland, 2096-2110 The notice of withdrawal would not be any security that 

the vote would not be struck off ; a circular was issued by witness advising the parties 
not to attend to this notice of withdrawal, but attend the court to prove their cases, 2111- 
2116. 



Number of objections served in the Cheltenham district; number signed by Bishop; 
number signed by a man of the name of Cox, who acted for the Conservatives ; number 

sustained, 2117-2129 Costs were not given except for expenses; most of the parties 

were resident in Cheltenham ; the object of giving costs was when the parties were 

brought a longdistance from home, 2130-2134 Number of objections by the League 

in the Tewkesbury district; number sustained; number in which costs vi'ere allow-ed, 

2135-2162 How far the present system of registration of voters might be amended, 

2163 et sell. The post-office service, with proper limits, is most wholesome, 2164,2165 

Tlie barrister should, in exiraordiuaiy cases, have the power of giving extraordinary 

costs 2166. 2172,2173. 2183, 2184 It would be desirable to limit the power of 

objecting to the objector who is resident in the district, when the notice is sent by post, 

2167-2171 Mode in wliich the overseers’ lists are now made out and posted, 2174 

The barristers do not require ihe personal attendance of the voters who are objected 

to, bur. somebody to give legal evidence must attend on their behalf; the production of 
deeds is not in all cases necessary, 2i75“2i82. 

Evidence respecting the objections made by the Conservtuives in the Cheltenham 
district, 2185-2188 The system now pursued by the Anti-Corn Law League in send- 

ing wliolesale objections is likely .to lead to retaliation, 2189-2194 There is no diSi- 
culty whatever in placing fictitious voters oa the register ; objections are the only check 

agahisuhis practice, 2195-M07 Tbc great number ofobjeci.ons may be attributed to 

tlTe facility if ser.ing notices by post, ecoS-anis Way m which the fact may be ac- 

counted for, that the number of objections has increased since the Legislatuie has 

awarded costs in cases of vexatious objections, 2216, 2217 Evidence as to the power 

of the banistex to amend misdescription, 2218-2235. 

Ihe system of wholesale objections to voters is very much to be condemned if pursued , 

on eitlier side, 2236 Allowing the barrister greater latitude as to costs, and also 

restricting the poslofflce service to piling bistrie, woo Id e the best remedy fa 



this system, 2237, 2238- 
0.41 



Jt would be desirable and safe to get rid of objections on the 

3 C 2 
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Helps, Richard. (Analysis of hi. Evidence) — coatinucd. 

ground of misdescriplion, and that lire objections should only go to defect i„ ,1, 

ficalion, 2339-3245- Further examination as to the notice of withdrawal by Mrj'' 

land of some ol the objections whicli had been signetl bv Bishoti 22sn ooJs 
Wnness docs not aourove of the siifro-estion nf romiiriiwr .. at« \i. ^ 



lilt UUJCtUUUS WUICII tlllU UCel 

Witness docs not approve of the suggestion of requh-ing a'dcposTIn c,w®X“i~' 
* ’ ciu-ity for costs, 2289-2293 jj, 



. • -oe.w.— v.iiwiO ..V/O UUC 8 II {J g CS W U I J O f t 

objections by the party, making them as a secnritv tor costs, 228 o-'’2o-j-~ 
Gloucestershire the qualifications of many of the clergy were obiect?d to it h,.in ‘ 
nous that in nicrst instances they .niglijhave been Stetl by r;!£^slo 

ments, list handed in as an instance or this niujoyance, 2294-2300. ^ 

liicrn, James Goy. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Solicitor living at Stafford infii ti 
register was m a correct state in 1844, previously to il.e attack made uponiTu lS! 
League, 1362— --Since this atlncli, a number of voles have been struck oS wliich oJlt 
to have remained upon the register; the prineipal ground upon which voles 1 ere stru 1 

off was for iion-attei, dunce, 1363 - 138 > Absents voters were served vitl TbiiZ! 

more epeclally tlian others, 1382 When a person has once proved his qualiflS ™ 

he ought not again to be ca led upon to substantiate his claim, except at the expense of 
the puny making the objection, 1383-139S. expense of 



J. 

James, William Henn. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Resides at 15, Brid.e-slreet Black 
W ; .sagent to the Ant -Corn Law League; does not practise atasoiiSi.otel-S 
•.« negotiated ihe purchase of alioiise at Brighton from Mr. MauHeld in Jann^at^ 

2949-=962 --Witness negotiated the purchase as general agent of the Lciieue and of 

.lie Sraie 

creaSoirof zrehorors putting voters on the register, and as to the 

on the recister mv fnr th'p way m which the parties \vho.se names are put 

" Leatie^' 2963-3080 There have been articles in 5 ie 

Anti-Corn l!!-iw Tp »fm/. • P^^sons to understand that facilities were given by the 

also sent Lt L d e'Le , o^ '’"''“‘'‘r 3<>8t— Many tlumsaiKnettersWe 

could acmi'i:,;'';;'^ ':;"8'r3';a8 ‘' “ rf 

to Brio-hii-dt tio i.or! c.i: r i , 1 iCviously to witness golD? 

desirous of nosscssincr were i8 [icrsouH in liis books who were 

made with the dGrlaiT'f]\it Su.sae.v, 3082 Tliis purchase was 

intended 2080-2002 oj obtaining qualilicalioiis as voters ; no investment was 

keen made dnrinff^thi’ ^ ^oHsideiablc number of appiicaiioiis for qualifications have 
Susser,etiste 3094 — Witne.ss wa« inshucicd toNukc up the East 

in East Sussev he fonnfl*^ti^ inquiries witness made 

«es7 on h fiitdinLT state ; course pursued by wit- 

th^prac iceiu ^ 3095-3104. 3122 There is no question^ that 

to object "tVa greaUiumbm-'o^^^ register of East Sussex, itwoiild be necessary 

Thcre is nf chect . votes upon „ ; four out of five should bo objected 10,3108 

3109. 3110-3121 There^^^^ the Way of placing fraudulent claims upon the register, 

throuiilr aLyLWlSoie ihele^vi"''’'^^ ''iit b, testing it 

"by baVristera as to th^xJr r,o evising bairiater, 31 30 Different opinions entertiiined 

out an objection being tnad? 3iu-3n s'® °f Ptn'Ucs on the register with- 

required to siibst-infinio in' ’ A voter upon the county register is never 

Ja?ge a^.r;er;C“s exp'etbt^^^^^^ 3t.6-3tt8-L-'lf,ere is a very 

consequent uoon tlip >va„; • counties m the registration of voters, 

e.vpen’s 3 migrL saVeT ,’“2°' 1 °,'"' ’ ’“Sg-.ion as®to bow part of this 

require a deoosit fmm \ ''^‘‘y ‘"'schievous to both parlies to 

complete Universal Sutfra^ffi» to a voter; it would make the present Bill a 

law would work well alteration, the present 

Registration Act, 3163 Unde?^rh?V/’'I'"’“^ 7 ^"'' to the nmendmeiit of the 

Irom going into any obiection ^ revising barrister was restrained 

the case under the ReSstr-idL^ff ”‘'^;'PPear in the objected list, ib. This js not 

of screening a partv from 2 m-ri Aot, — This alleralion might be the means 

y ' p opei objection by the connivance of the overseer, 3164. 

electors for tlie ^itis circulatt'd letters signed with his name, to various 

free trade question • oitp of ti,/ . the opinion of each with reference 10 tlie 

these leite^rs 3i6A-qi-7,i produced and read ; object witness had in sending 

Teague and their iix«- . the activity and exertion of the Anti-Coro Law 

3 tr 5 -. 3 i 77 . bus superseded the Conservative party in that county, 

have been created ?n thp neighbourhoods in which, rent-charges 

cieated m the county ot Middlesex, 3178-3230. 3256-3259 Further 

evidence 
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James, William Henry. (Analysis of his Evidence)— corrimwerf. 

evidence as to witness’s connexion with the Anti-Corn Law League, and as to the lencth 

of time he has been employed as their agent, 3238-3243 Purther evidence as to the 

purchase of the property at Brighton from Mr. Manfielri, and the creation of the rent- 
charges upon it ; list of the parties who were enfranchised in East Sussex, 3244-3249. 

It is not necessary foi a distant voter at all times to come to the revising barrister’s 

court to prove his qualiacaiion, 3250-3255 Declarations may be taken under the 

statute, sworn before a magistrate, and taken upon this presumption, that the revising 
barrister, it the party were present, would swear him, and be satisfied with his answer, id. 

He would therefore take this declaration for as much as is stated therein; if the 

declaration could be impugned, of course the declaration would go over, ih, The 

present Act, the Registration of Voters’ Act, has facilitated the getting rid of improper 
votes, in consequence of having given the power of serving notice by the post ; instances 
in the county of Middlesex, where, in order to ged rid of improper votes, considerable 
expenses have been incurred in serving the 001106, 3260-3264 It is a great conve- 
nience at the time of elections to have the register in proper order, 3265 -This was the 

ostensible meaning and object of the Legislature in framing the Act, ih. No person 

should be permitted to remain on the register for more than one qualification, ib. It 

is desirable to prevent either party from being vexed by frivolous objections, the success 

of which would cause their non-appearance upon the register, 3266 The amount of 

the vexation is rather thought too much of in counties, seeing that the city and borough 
elector has annually to attend to his vote, 

-Jenkins, William. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Inspector of weights and measures for the 
southern division of the county of Chester; is fully acquainted with the registration of 

last August; statement as to the connexion witness had with it, 1819-1822 Witness 

was requested by one of the senior magistrates, in consequence of a great number of 
people’ writing to him as to having received objections from Manchester to their vote, 
to watch the matter, and to write to the parties upon it relative to any altercation that 

might have taken place as to the qualification ; result of this proceeding, 1822-1836 

General nature of the objections that were served ; number of objections; smali number 
that were successful; evidence as to the number of cases in which costs were obtained ; 
grounds upon which costs were not given in many cases where theobjeciions failed, 1837 
-1873. 1882-1896. 

Number of cases which were amended by the barrister on the ground of misdescription; 

power of the revising barrister so to amend them, 1874-1881 Cases which the 

barrister overruled in consequence of the notices being served too late ; the Court of 

Common Pleas has since decided that these notices were not loo late, 1897-1899 

Several of the names which were struck off were the names of dead men ; many of them 
had notices directed to them, and posted by the League ; connexion of Mr. Acland with 

the League, 1906-1928 Evidence as to the personation of dead men whose names 

appear on the register, 1929-1959 Plan upon which the Conservative party carry- 
out their system of objecting in South Cheshire, 1960-1969 Party by whom the Anti- 

Corn Law League has been represented in the registration courts ; evidence as to the 
purchase and creation of votes by the League, 1970-1993. 2005-2045 — —There is no 
person in South Cheshire who attends to the creation of votes on the Conservative 

side, 1977-2004 Further evidence as to the course pursued by the Conservative party 

in the case of the large number of objections made to their votes by the Anti-Corn Law 
League in South Cheshire, 2046-2052. 

K. 

-Kynnersley, Thomas Clement Sneyd. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Resides in Staffbrdsliire, 

in the neighbourhood of Uttoxeter, 800, 801 Has had an opportunity of observing 

the course pursued in impeaching votes at the last registration ; was in the registration 

court at Uttoxeter during almost the whole time, 802 Statement hs to what 

occurred there; particulars as to the frivolous nature of many of the objections; 
instances given ; in only one case were costs given, and that only to the amount of 1 s., 

802. 804 A great number of votes were struck off for want of attendance, 805, 806 

It did not appear that inquiries had been made in the neighbourhood uboiu the 

sufficiency of the votes, 807 It seemed that the parties who objected got information 

as to how the parties were likely to vote ut an election ; the objections were all made 

politically, 807 Power of the revising barrister, under the 40th section or the Act, 

861. 866 It often happens in the revising barrister’s court, that the proof made is 

by the voter himself, without the production of the deeds, 867. 873 -Improper votes 

may be put on to a great number, just in the same way that improper objections may oc 
made, 874. 886 Suggestion, that when a notice is sent by post, it should be impera- 

tive to add the post-town to the description ; at present it is merely directed according 

to the place of abode contained in the list, 887. 895 How tar the last llegistratioii 

Act of 6 Viet., c. 18, has verv materially facilitated the putting votes on the register, 

8q 6. qoo If difficulties were thrown in the way of making objections under the 

0.^,. 303 . p«ent 
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KymersUy, Tkcmas Clcmc.ut Smyd. (Analysis of his Evirlencc) — continued. 

present state of the law it would very niucli facilitate the lcee|ii!i£j on the reo'’ 

ficiitioiis votes, goi Number of votes struck off at the last revision 

northern division of Staffordshire; number of objections, ()o2, 903 Witness I ^ 

never seen anything like a system of j)Uiting on fictitious votes in any couniy qq. 

Under the present law it is easy for an impnrfcssioiml person u> make out a clahn 

to vote, 906 Qualifications have been froqueiuly wrongly tliougli not intciiiioiiallJ* ^ 

described, 907. 911-916 Numlicr of clilfcient sorts of quuiilicaiion u> entit y ! 

person to vote for a county, po8, 909. ^ ^ 

I’iie franchise cannot be simplified without throwing open ilm door Ut a great deni f 
fraud, nnd (0 the introduction of n great many fictitious voters; there is uoVactiM 
inconvenience in the present system so far as the question of freehold qualification 
ap]3lies, 917— -The system of objcelions which is now [uiratiod, and which is com 
plained of in North SlaHordsInrc as vexatious, ought to be preveulod by some new 

enactment, 918-930 The kind of objections made last year by ihc Uncue is I 

totally new system of objection, 931-936 Facilities for puitiiig iiciiiious votes unon 

tlie register, as regards annuities and rciu-cliarges, 037 It would be desirable m 

revert to the oln security, requiring ilio deed gramitig tlie ronl-clmrge to be enrolled 
with the clerk of the peace, 938, 939. ° 

Former system of obmeting to voters in the counties in which witness has revised 
940-944— — Ihe last Registration Act works very well, witli tlie exceotion of its 

opening ihe door to the _ wholesale system of objecting to votes, 045 qi6 The 

recovery of costs may safely be left to the discretion of "the revising bardsiev, with the 

present means given by the Act, 947-956 No costs were allovved at all before the 

ate Registrauon Act, 957-960— Sopp stiggcstion of a tieposit for costs not 

to be adopted, it would bc desirable lo give Incilities for recovering ooiiipcnsiuion adequate 

to tbe expense and loss of time mcuneci, 961-968 Soggestioit, in tbe event „1 the 

pnnoiple of cieposit being adopted, as l.i the lime at v/liicli ttiiil the parly vvilli wlioin 
such deposit should be lodged, gdg. ' ■' 

Evidence as to the power of tbe overseers witli raspeet to serving notices of obieclion 
vviih suggestions on the s.ibject: and also as to llieir diiiios will, respect to tlie ptiblica- 

tion 0 I he lists of objections, 970-97., The present Act of 0 & 7 Viet. c. 18, lias 

faeililaleel llic serving of objeclions by enabling persona to .tbjeol llimugb the post, 975 
—As tbe same time ,t has inneasetl the liability of persoi'ia making fiivolons objec- 
itons by giving l ie revising barri.ster the ptnver of giving eosia in those enacs, 975-081 

^ Possibility ol nwkmg the registration of voters more a iniitter of ollicial doty than 
It IS now, by having paid overseers, anil taking it out of the liantls of |)nrlies, 982-989. 

L. 

Lamshtre, N'ortk. See Aati-Coni £ata Xmt/ae, II. 2, Nim-raidmt Votm. Ohjictims, 

"llraliatt which has been paid liybolb patties 

to the legister lor South Lancashire, G. misoii 3276. ‘ ■' ‘ 

See also Conservative Asweiations. Objections, II. 5. 

" aIui '’"'’7 of * 

3 8q- ’"’v“ oootrol, O. Wilson 35S3. 3SSS- 

olLuluTll IT 1 . n r "™“I>“ 1 ’, 0 '-. .Bimwing the receipt and exponditnre 

Extract fmin 3 846 > vei ificatioii of this .stiiicinciit by witness, iA. 3564-3566 

niem inrtkbJw itn "owaiMlter, dated 13th December 1845, being a slate- 

ilie m'ocKs whirirT''" tolhesueccs.sof the An li-Ourli Law Letguc, and 

■ r67-q-?s_!!l;plf„ ■•“loplod by the Leagne in the rogistralioti courts, ib. 

■ of tiie^ %'ih witness, reported iti “Tfic League" 

whole coimVv rnS, 1S4.5 League had oti the 

*^*3587- ^ encies of Engianci n clear gain of 16,446 votes 'in the aggregate, 

Difficulty of framing any legislative enactment for the purpose of 
Ibe -tUcing objeeliou, or interlLing with 

Macanltjv soio ‘“'A' ultnrge of tile registration on the one side, 

formotioo fb sort ^ lo ^‘’."^^‘wative Society Intel in view at the period of its 

to T 4 o I'ie v'’'' ^"lj-Kef»nn Society in 1835, with respect 

badanv oonro^''^"*’ Leicester Conservative .rfssociation never 

comttv^ ii, o 4 T“„" "'"*’‘'"1 popliteal society in London or in any mber place out of the 

irnernmn of O ‘‘‘ f ssaS-ss^g- =534-2536 The Conservative Aslociotion has no 

Du“ u7d hi P y=m- to a different manner, in consequence of tlie system 

evidence ^ ,h »■ = 473 . =476 FSrther 

raised ih Ceos ®'=^e=eiptioii to the Conservative fund; parties by wbom 

» * 5 4 j -5 6 Ihe connexion between the Reform Society and the Anti* 

Corn 
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Leicestershire, South — continued. 

Com Law League is a matter of common report amounting to universal belief Macaulav 

2530-2533- ^ 

Lines, William. See Objections, II. 1. 

Lists of Electors. Any officer similar to the officer in boroughs employed in forming the 
lists, would present the register in a much purer form than it is now done, N^man 

5206 The clerks of unions, ihe clerks to the guardians, would be very proper parties 

to do it, ih. 5207-5214. 

Local Associations. Reason why local societies could not afford the same security for the 
purification of the register which a central body could afford, G. Wilson 3482-3485. 

Lucas, Henry. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Has been connected with the registration in the 
county of Buckingham as the agent of the Conservative party ever since the Reform 

Act; can speak parlicuiarly to the last registration, 2631-2634 There were about 

1,000 objections taken at that time ; whole number of voters on ilie register, 2635-2638 

The person who made those objeciiocs was a man of the name of William Lines, 

2639 The notices all came at once and very late, so late that the overseei-s had not 

an opportunity of making their lists of objections at the prescribed period ; they were 

all posted at Manchester on the 23d and 24th of August, 2640-2644 Steps which 

were taken to sustain those objections ; the objector attended. at each of the revision 
courts, 2645 All the objections w-ere to uon-resideiu voters, 2646. 

A M r. Acland attended to conduct the cases at one of the barrister’s courts ; this was 
at Newport Pagnell ; a Mr. Clarke also attended ; they both of them avowed themselves 

to be agents of the Anti-Corn Law League, 2647-2650. 2654, 2655 Number of the 

objections which were heard; number which were struck off; number which were 

retained, 2650-2655. 2657-2661 Many of those which were retained on the register 

were amended, 2654-2665 Number of cases at Aylesbury in which costs were 

granted; amount which was awarded; statement made by Mr. Lines that he would 

pay no more costs, and the objections were then withdrawn, 2655-2661 A great deal 

of inconvenience might be obviated if the parly objecting was obliged to state the 
grounds of his objections; for instance, persons objected 10 on the ground of a change 

in their place of abode, 2661-2664 It is generally the practice of the barrister when 

he takes a list in band, to make questions upon it, with a view to establish the con-ect- 
ness of the descriptions ; deficiencies which, (according to the Act of Parliament, be has 
the power of supplying; such amendments may be supplied without objeotion.s being 

made, 2666-2675 The barrister’s court opened on the 30th September; tlie notices 

got to the people on the 26th and 27th of August; the Act requires that they should be 
posted, so as to reach the parties in good time, 2676-2G78. 

The objections heard were for the most part of the most trivial kind, such as no 
number being given to a house or street ; the houses are not numbered in most of the 

towns in Buckinghamshire, 2679-2693 Further evidence as to witness’s employment 

as agent to the Conservative Association, 2694-2700 ^Tlie number of objections made 

on behalf of the Conservative Association at the last barrister’s court was 24; the 
greatest number made in any one year has been 120; they were all struck off, 2701- 

2703. The association did not endeavour to remove parlies from the register on 

account of some possible omission or misdescription, 2704—- — The League have only 
done what the law allows them, but the Conservative party would not follow in the same 
steps, 2705, 2706. 

Since witness has been in the habit of conducting the registration, he has never made 

any objections, unless he conceived there were good grounds for it, 2707 How far a 

statutory declaration might be made evidence as to a right to vote, instead of a personal 
appearance; instance in which a declaration to this effect Irom Mr. Baron Alderson 

was received as evidence by the revising barrister, 2707~27ii The barristers have 

sufficient power with respect to awarding costs, but they have a reluctance to use this 
power; it would be advantageous to increase the maximum of costs, 2712-2732 
Witness would not recommend any alteration in the nature of the qualification, but in the 
nature of the objection, he would iiave the objection staled, 2733, 2734 The present 
qualification which entitles persons to vote lor counties is satislactory, 2735 A 
reasonable suggestion has been made by some parties, whether in cases where there are 
a multiplication of votes, they should not be raised to a life interest of lol. a year, «6. 

M. 

Macaulay, Colin Campbell. (Analysis of bis Evidence.) Solicitor at Leicester ; has been secre- 
tary to the Leicestershire Conservative Society since its first formation, very soon after 

the passing of the Reform Bill, 2301, 2302 Witness has bad the entire management 

and formation of the register on the part of the Conservative interest, and the eutiie 
charge of attending to it since that period ; at the commeDcement witness made a chaige 
for hia time and trouble, but has since acted gratuitously, 2303, 2304 -Witness 
has become aware of a system of wholesale objectious; from the first beginning o 

0.41. 304 
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Macaulay, Colhi Catnpbell. (Analysis of liis Evidence) — continued. 

the registration there has been a system of vexatious objections, 2305 How f 

witness lias been concerned in serving notices of objection ; the objections made on 
partofthe Conservative Society have always been after investigating the claims UoS-a-iJifi 

With regard to the frivolous objections on the Liberal side, there have not been 

many occasions in which they have been in a wiioiesale manner; the two moststrikin” 

occasions were 10 years apart, in 1835 and 1845, 2308, 2309 The system of obiectiof 

in 1835 originated with a society existing in the county called the llefomi Socieiv 
which look charge of the registration on the one side, 2310. • ’ 

Witness has atimially had occnpalion ill the com-ts in maiiiUiiiiiiig good voles and 

resisting bad ones, 2311 Circiimstaiuit’s attending llio system of ohiections to'Con 

servative voters in 1845 ; niinihor objected to; llie objootions woio all ii'inde by one man 

named Lawrence Staines, a man in a low sliuioii nl life, 2312-2318 He had been 

employed for years past as an active agent of the Reform Soeiely, 2318 At this time 

It tsas reporled and believed that lie bad changed his masters, and tliat he was actinw on 
hehah of the Ami-Coru Law Leagne 2318, 2319. 2423-2433— Small ntiaiber of 
objections that were inaiiitaineci out ot the nninber made hy tiiis parly; only motives 

■which could be assigned for these ohjeotions, 2320 Number of tlieso cases of obiectioa 

vvnch were heard; number winch were lieard in which costs were apjilicd lor and 
allowed; great number which were withdrawn on the apprehension of costs; costs were 
Telused in ail cases where the objection was not proceeded with ; grounds on which costs 

were refused ; evidence generally as to llie witlidrawal of the objections, 2320-21148 

the objector was in so low a station of life that he could not have borne costs if thev 

had been given against him, 2349-2333 There was no pretence for an obiection to 

the majority of these votes; this opinion is confirmed hy the fact of so many beinc 
■withdrawn, 2354 No brief was produced of the iialnre of the objections, 2355. ° 



ystem pursued at that lime by the Reloim Society, 2373-2385 Praoticc of tlieAnli- 

Ketoim Society 111 1835, with respect to taking objections, 238O-2388 Solicitors in 

t ie various towns were employed us agents, 2389-2391 Whatever lliey were paid 

they were paid out of the funds of the society, raised by subscription ; many of ibem have 
given iheir time imd trouble lor u very slight rcmimeraliou ; miiouui of the funds of the 
society, 2392-2398- liiiormaiioii as to svhat witness considers :i frivolous objection; 

™ '’<^"'8' liivolous must depend ii|>oti the nature of 

the amendment, 2399-2408- lltc Leicester Conservative Association never bad any 

conneiimi with any political society in Loudon, or in any other iiliiec out of lite county, 
2414-2422. 2526-2529, 2534-2536. * ‘ 

I “f ‘I'o sopposcil agcut of tlic Aiiti-Com Law 

served l,v tt, ^ legtstraliou court in 1S45; and also as to the large tiuinber of objections 
mnnher t ^ r btaioes, and tile Small number sujiported ; the larger 

rhh'h ci irs i*‘°“li* ’'i .“Pprel'ension of costs, 2434-24I53 Grounds ou 

r-asPB \juf.r where the objections were not sustuiued ; a vast tuimber of these 

to rh» "“‘'tta the slightest pretence for an objection, 2454-2463 Particulars as 

L e Aou-Corn Law League ; the Lelgne Ipent a great deal 

the *‘*^8‘slraLion ill 1845 than the Conservative Association of 

npvt Conservative Association has uo intention of proceedmg 

unles^he L .1 * ffk dresvstem pursued by tlie league, 

remain lial t , ,1 " 'M 7 S Unless the lilw be altered they will 

remain liable to the same system of wholesale objections, 2477. 

objections without iuvostigation, titan to employ a 
dectrns “ *° ‘>"= 1 but it is not so fair or just to die 

electors, 2470-248O— —It sometimes happens that a number of votes are objected to on 
ilviv ''1'®^ on one objection would rule a class ; in this 

1!!.— Nn “F®® "ombof of votes objected to on similar grounds, 2481-2489 

rid. oi votes that were struck off in consequence of objections from the Liberal 

nnini f for the sonihern division of Leiccstershiie, either upon 

Tnd n ‘’‘^"■■'"‘=0, 2490, 2491- A great many -were objected to by overseers,. 

heing°dead "eja *** striking off votes by overseers’ 0 bjections, and persons 

Objections were taken in some instances to some point of law in the formation of the 

register, 2493. 2^1-2523 There were objections taken in several cases to the whole 

Ac, P “1® ‘''torinal, t6— In these eases the barrister acted upon the clause in the 
eff, f “‘'‘““’b empowering him to liill back upon the register of the previous year; 

eltta ot this upon die claimants, 2493-2497 These obj ections were taken by ibe 

Kelorm party ; nature of these objections, 2498-2503 Tlie majority of the notices 

inT„n'’s°.o'‘‘ ^ 504 -d 506 Mau 7 Votes ^-re not remS Lm the register 

in consequence of tiiese objections as to the legality of tlie register, 2507. 2509, 2510- 
es are not the objections that the Conservative party complain of as trivo- 
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Macaulay, Colin CampMl. (Analysis of his Evidence)— 

Ions and vexations, ajoS -Further evidence as to the amount of subscriittion to the 

Conservative fund ; parties bv whom raised, 2554, 2525 The connexion between the 

Eefonii Society and the Anti-Corn Law League is a matter of common report, aniountinjt 

to universal belief, 2530-2533 When a number of claimants send in their claims, the 

overseer has power to note objections against them, and is bound by low to do so 
2537 “‘^ 64 ^- ’ 



the power of objecting to bad votes were left entirely to the overseers, the register 
would not be eifectuaily purified from bad voles; it would not be .safe to leave it iiftheir 

hands, 2042-2545 There is no fine or costs for the putting on a fictitious vote upon 

the legister, 2546 There is a power to allow costs fora frivolous claim, the same as a 

frivolous objection; the clause includes claims as well as objections, 2546—2540 A 

person having no claim wliatever may get his name put upon the register wiih perfect 

impunity, taking the chance of its being struck off, 2550 To witness’s knowledge, 

names have been put on the registers, not only of persons who had no vote, but who 

had no existence, ib. In 1835 there was no liability to costs in the case of making 

frivolous objections; the Act passed in 1843 ; 2553, 2554 Witness considered it a 

very good provision, and in the two succeeding years it diminished frivolous and vexa- 
tious objections very much; last year it had not much effect, it was evaded by the 
withdrawal of the objections, 2555-2557. 



Advantage resulting from the interference of a local political society in registration 
matters conducting ilie claims and objections on either side; danger there would be in 

Central Society conducting such matters, 2558-2560 A further pursuitof the attack. 

pursued by the Anti-Corn Law League would be dangerous to the interests of the Con- 
servative party, 2560, 2561 These attacks can only be met by the improvement or 

enlargement of the law, 2568 The power of awarding costs, and the mode of enforcing 

them, should be made much more clear than at present, so that no barrister should be in 
any doubt as to the propriety of awarding costs where an objection was clearly vexatious, 
2563,2564— —There should be some maximum of costs; but 205. is too low as a maximum, 
2565-2567 Costs should be given in some degree equivalent to the expenses under- 
gone, 2568, 2569 Witness is not in favour of the recommendation that the objector 

should be compelled to make a deposit with the clerk of the peace, but there should be 
some security for the payment of cosisj 2571-2583. 



Since witness has conducted the business bf the Conservative Association he has never 



made objections, except where he has conceived there were some grounds for them, 258.4 

Reasons for considering that if two antagonist societies acted upon this principle 

the effect would be advantageous, and it would be the most efficacious means of purify- 
ing the register, 2585-2595 How far simplifying the description of the vote on the 

register would be likely to diminish litigation about votes, 2597-2605 In many cases 

the number of the house is necessary to perfect identity as to the place of abode of the 
claimant, 2605, 2606—^ — How far witness considers objections to votes, on the ground of 

imperfect description of the number of the house, frivolous and vexatious, 2607-2615 

Wliether making the qualification depend upon as few legal conditions as possible would 

tend to lessen litigation in the revising barrister’s court, 2616-2626 If there were 

no conditions attached to the vote, the registration courts might be dispensed with 

altogether, 2627 If there were universal suffrage there could be no (question as to 

qualification, 2628 A question however might be raised ns to the identity of the 

person, 2629, 2630. 

Manjield, William. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Resides at Brighton ; has some freehold 

properly there, 2767, 2768 Is acquainted with a Mr. James, resident in London; he 

is a solicitor, or something of the kind ; witness is told that, in some respects, he acts as 

agent to the Anti-Corn Law League, 2769-2773 Pariicuiars respecting the purchase 

of a freehold property by Mr. James towards the latter end of January 1846, for the 
purpose of creating rent-charges; number of rent-charges which were created upon this 
freehold; witness’s belief was, that it was done on behalf of the Anti-Corn Law League, 

2774-2808 Mr. Cobden, the Member for Stockport, was one of the parties in whose 

favour these reut-ebarges were created, 2788-2792 This system of purchase has not 

been very extensively pursued in the neighbourhood of Brighton, 28oo--28o2. 

Meols, North. Statement that in the township of North Meols, near Southport, there are 
at present upon the registers of 1845 and 1846, 548 names registered for properties in 
that township, tiiere being actually only 425 electors, G. Wilson 3276. 

Middlesex. The system pursued by the League has had the effect of increasing the register 

for Middlesex by 500 votes at least. Payne 3811 Up to the last few weeks the Lea^gue 

have been pursuing their system of claims and objections in Middlesex, 3822 The 

exertions of the League have produced a great change in the constituency of the county, 

ib. 3826 If their exertions continue it will have the effect ot swamping the county as 

regards Conservatism, ih. 3826, 3827 ^The register is not in a more pure state than it 

was before the interference of the Anti-Corn Law League, iA.,3834 League have 



struck off a great many good votes, ib. 

See also Anti-Corn Lato League, II. 4- Claims, 2. Clergymen. Conservative Asso- 
ciations. Misdescriptions, ■ Objections, ll. Q. lient-charges, l\l. 2. 

3D Misdmscriptions: 
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Misdescriptions : 

J. Power of the Revising BaiTiatcrs to nmend errors in the description of the 
qualification or glace of ahode. ^ 

% How far Notices of 0/^t'cizon «re m <f ' deficievt or imperfect 

description. ’ ^ ^ 

3. Difficulty of determining whether Costs .should he tdhwed in cases of ohjec- 
tion 7 o/ie 7 -e ike desaijHion is amended. ' ■' 



1. Powe.ro/ the licvisiiig Rarristcr io amend errors in ikc description «f the quaM- 
cation or ffiaee of uhodv. ■' 

In cases where the parties arc eniiileii 10 vote, ruicl iliore is merely mi improper descrio- 
lioy or address, the revising barrister sbonkl have the power of' amending it, without 

striking off llie vote, Wilmot 434 flefercnce to the stai.aic of 6 Viet., c. 18,' allowing 

the revising barrister to amend errors of this sort, ih. 435, 43(1 l^ower possessed by the 

levising barristers of amending the names of persons and llieir resiliences; how far the 
barrister is likely to know whetlicr they are properly described without objections beine 

taken, Hehbert 740-760.774 Number of cases which were aiuended by the banister 

in Soutii Cheshire on tlie ground of misdescription ; power of tite revising barrister so to 

amend them, »TcnkMis 1874-1881 General powers of the revising barristers with respect 

to amending descriptions. Helps 2218-2235 J Burnciby .3979-3987 Deficiencies which 

according to the Act of Parliament, the revising barrister has the power of supplying- 
such amendments may be supplied without objections being made, Lucas 2666-2675.“’ 

it is the usual practice of the barristers to go tlirongh the lists themselves, and when 
there appears to be a deficient description, to ascertain the means of completing it from 

the overseer, J’cHZ/OTer 2736 Witness amended the description of a few of the cases 

of objection in South Cheshire ; these were merely as to identifying liie property and not 

affecting the nature of the qualification, Townsend 4134-4157 -Nature of the 

amendments made by witness in the register for South Cheshire; how far he altered 
the nature of the qualification in soaic of the cases of amcntlmeiu, ib. 4207-4221. 
4223-4225 Form witness goes througli when he changes the muure of the qualifi- 
cation, 10. 4222. ^ 

nie revising banistei- lias lui ptni'cr to alter tlio tlcsoriptimi ol' llie qualification, Slmi- 
wall 4289—— -J hey have the power to alter a misdescription of name and residence, what 
13 called misdescription in the fourtli coliiuin ; this lias always huon doiio; the votes have 

very seldom been struck oft, ih. 4290-4292 The revising hjirrisUir has tlic power of 

ametKiing the description of the qualification if it is mereiy for tiio purpose of making 

the description more clear, iZi. 4293 Evidence generally as to the correoliou of mis- 

descriptmns m the register, Baxter 4456-4464 In the last altcmtinn in the registration 

Jaws, sufficient and ample [lowers are given to the barristers to amend (lescrmtions and to 

amend places of residence, jJ. 4464 Objection to doing away with the power of 

objecting, merely with a view to amending the description; there arc no means of 

enlorcing correcuon unless by an objection, T-FWw 170-181. 184-180 It would 

be beneficial to limit the right of objection on account of misdescription to those cases 

where the error of description miglit be likely to mislead, ib. 226-231 Qualifications 

lave b^m frequently wrongly, though not iiUeiitionally, .so described, Kymiersley 907. 



Notices of Ohjectiim arererjuisite in cases of d(ficientor imperfect descrip- 

It vvould not be an amendment of tlie Act if no objections were allowed on those 
giounds which the hamster might supply, or amend in rlic revision court; the power of 

objecting should still be left, 761-773 Statement made by witness that be 

was m favour of exempting a proved voter from being objected to, except upon the 
ground of a change of qualification, but he would propose that this should not hold good 
"wbere the entry in tlie register was so erroneous as to be calculated to mislead, 

W/Latetmj_ 1672, 1673 In cases where tlie nature of the qualification or the place of 

abode IS imperfeclly set forth, any elector or overseer of the parish might give notice to 
le party requiring him to amend such description, and in llie event of his not doing 
in the name, ii. 1675-1G7S No objection has been 



, ...V, VI oiiuuui expunge me name, 10.1075-1078 No obiection nas oeen 

‘ Chesliire on the ground of misdescription or imperfect description, 

<J. wihon 1 78a, 1 783 It would be desirable and safe to get rid of objections, on the 

ground of misdescription, “—1 = - . .. ... iifl- 

caiiofl. Helps 2239-2245. 



, 

Many of the votes in Bucks which were retained on the register were amended, 
2054-2665--— It 18 not requisite tliat io these cases an objection should be made 

under the notice of the revising barrister, Faulkner 2727 An objection 

wi-n-ffi /o uu alteration in the description is not equally good with one 

which_ disqualifies the voter, Payne 3860 Witness is not aware of any mode of 

enforcing an amendment of the description in the register, except by giving notice of 
jecliOD, -o«raa 6 y 39 i 9 - 392 S Suggestions with a view to obviating the inconvenience 
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Misdescriptions : — 2. Howfar Notices of 0 hjectio 7 i arerequisite, Sjc. — contioaed. 
to which parlies were put in reference lo the amendment of the description in the register, 
Burnaby 3929. 

Middlesex. A number of objections have been made before witness merely for the 
purpose of amending the description ; way in which witness has dealt with them, Shad- 

well 4286, 4287 When witness’s attention has been called to errors in description, he 

has been in the habit of amending them, without objections being brought before him, 
ib. 4308-4314-^ — In order to keep the register correct under the present system, it is 
desirable that parties should be encouraged to make objections to votes on the ground of 
misdescription, Baxter 4501-4506 It would be advisable to do away with all objec- 

tions merely on the score of misdescription, and a defined power should be given to the 
revising barrister to correct such inaccuracies, Alexander 4708-4716. 

3. Difficulty of determining whether Costs should be allowed in cases qf-ohjeciion where 
the description is amended. 

In many cases the League did not even attempt to sustain a serious objection, but 
confined themselves to raising some trifling objection as to the description, to shield 
themselves from costs, Rep. v. — —Suggestion that where a party has only been objected 
to on the ground of misdescription, and the revising barrister has any thing to add to or 

alter in his claim, he shonkl not be entitled to any costs, ib. vii. Mr. Walpole, and 

Mr. Shadweli, the succeeding barrister for Middlesex, laid it down as a rule that where- 
ever they made an alteration in the description they would not allow costs, Payne 3859 

It is a common practice for parties who have made random objections to shelter 

themselves from costs under some trifling alteration made by the barrister in the descrip- 
tion, ib. 3861 'Grounds upon which witness in cases of objection where he has amended 

the description has declined to grant costs, Burnaby 3972-3987 In tbe revision courts 

in Middlesex, if any alteration has been made in the register, it has not been the practice 

to o-ive costs, Shadweli 4287-4289 It is a difficult question whether costs should be 

allowed to be equally determined by a question of misdescription as by a question of 
qualification, Newman 5148-5151. 

See also Amending Claims. Costs. Description on the Register. Objections, II. 

Overseers, Revismg Barristers. 



N. 



Nall, George. (Analysis of bis Evidence.) Postmaster of Leek_; remembers the circum- 
stances attending the receipt of a number of notices of objection towards the end of 
August 1845; date at which they were received; some of them were received as late 

as the 281I1; they bore the Manchester post-mark, 1625-1631 Many of those that 

arrived late were signed by a Leek man of the name of Devonport, but were transmuted 

from Manchester, 1632-1634. 1657-1663. 1669-1671 Total number of notices 

received for delivery in Leek and the neighbourhood; usual number, 1635-1639 

Many of the notices were so impetfeclly directed, iWai they lay in tbe Dead Letter 
Office ; some of them were for Cheshire, and some for Staffordshire; they lyere sent to 

Leek ou conjecture that Leek was tlie post town, 1640-1649 Further evideime as 10 

the late period at which some of the notices were received, 1650-1653. 1664-1668-— — 
There liave never been more letters posted in the Leek office than could be despatched 
tile same day, 1654-1656. 

Neeld, Mr. Joseph, m. i>. Instance of BIr. Joseph Neeld, Member for Chippenh^, being 
registered 16 times for North Wiltshire, every qualification being a good one, G. Wilson 



3290. 

Newman, Edward. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Solicitor at Barnsley, 4900- There 

has been an association for the purpose of looking after the registration on the part ot 

the Liberal party in the West Riding of Yorkshire ever since the passing ot the Retoi ui 

BUI, 4001 They have been in the habit of sending round agents every where to 

attend' at the revising barristers' courts, 4902 For the lust ten years witness has been 

one of these agents; witness is secretary of this association ; there 

Mr. Thomas Flint, 4903-4907 Witness attended the revision in 1845, 49^6 

obiects of the association are confined to the registration ot votes, and 
• been so; they have taken no part whatever m the creation or puichase ol votes, 

4008-4012 — —Evidence as to a considerable number of qualifications haying been 

Ju.cl.ii.1 i.. the yea. 1846, the West Riding, for the 

this has been mainly done by parlies m connexion with the AnU-Coin Law League, 

exTeat ,o rhl“irims been canied; clast of persons tyho have been so quaiihetl, 

4913-4934 Particulars respecting a number of quaMc^ions betng i^idiased on 

the propeiay of a Mr. Shaw, and 0.1 the property of a Mr. Crossland of Hnddeisheld 
how'^fa? Ih^e parties qitalifjiog paid the purchase-money themselves; class of persons 
qualified, 4935-4946. 5029-5043. 5068-5091. Evidence 

0.41 . 3^2 
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ISicwman, Edward. (Analysis of l)is Evidence)— 

Evidence as to the sum of 98,000 having passed through the hands of rl,„ r 
accoimtatits for the purchase of votes in the West Uiditor of Yorltshi,» 0 
eashtre and North Cheshire t this money was not received tiom tl;:t 

-Evulence respecting a batch of voles that iverc thromt over „t, i.orconitfff'''®®® 

suspicion attaching to the conveyance of tlteiii, 40,4. aoity-ang, -ivT 

new claims made by the Liberals- in the West Riding in uS4,TLn,l,et “ “f 

were objected to; nuinher ot objections stistiiined, 4<j()8-407i 4q8a-4t)815_ w' 
of new claims made on the Ooiisorvative side J . fit, nhe?^,hh;^ti|T,^-Y 
objections suslamed ; comparison between the results on both sides; gain of v,o 

the Liberal side, 497t,-49S6 Large t, timber of splitting vo'es tia " i„ Z 

1845, purposely with the view of creating voles, 4987-500(1 There were „ f 

properties bought and divided for the purpose of Mealing votes previmm I v to ? 

1845, 5007-50.5 Titere is not .hi slightest doubt that he A u ti C , T ' 

were connected with the creatioi. of volef, 5016-5045 ow iC rot t eh 

been created by Protection Societies, or Coieawrtv^ SticieiL: 

roZ^tTmif so^soir 

they were iioL cottages, he would take a large field and sfdit it un L ' ’ 

each garden in severalty, 5o6e; This is one of thn pJ t, P*“'^“aV“«^najaiHlcouvey 

to this Committee by Mr Baxter Ltd whid wore 4 6'o suggestions submitted 

Mr. Allcoclr, Mr. AleLnde. an" mh« agttUvclfw'hl. r!.ora“?ro"S '"‘'^“"7’ 
partmeni o^ the deposit-money; it is very eood in rhon I ^ 

practice, 5092-5316 Obiections to frivino- ,ij \ ° would be diflicult m 

with respect to costs • difficuky ofrlefiriintT •, hi ? hamsters further discretion 

.nyfartLrassistauc u objection, 51 17-5130 How far 

perty upon which quaiificiious to he it ml s , m dV ^ 

less liable to defect, 5131-513^^. ’ ^ ^ dtiicnpuve part might be 

clelk'XlreX jSS roltTove™:;" ''’“"'i' “ ‘I- 

6M3— Witness bas Lve. known '"''i “"“"‘y's'sS- 

served upon a constituency by a body froi.i a . istauc7V an ' '1 ° 

some parties from Manchester havh,/ ;n,ii fiM4 Particulars rcspccliiig 

of people in the West Riding of Yori^sbire cTr' 

the revising barrister anv discreiinn with 5'45. 5'40— — hnrthcr objcctiira to giving 
the sj'steat%.f asu,„ll“L.e7eorto SMO— Hpon thelvholl 

of costs, 5147 Jt is a tliffieiilt onestlo^ ^ ^ supcnor to any otber system 

determined by a question of mi?desoWtim"sT,i7.f“ “ 

5151. tn.taesoiiption ns by a queslioii ol quahiicalioii, 5148- 

of notice? of objection,' i™i?re*pZpo™^^^ Riding gave a considerable number 

Lord Chief .luslice Ti.idal ■‘fon'l'ng claims m pursuiu.ee of a dictum of 

pat in, for the purpose of’aln^d'i'nl the dt'MiptiZ“7‘J?r 

the nature ot the description which thould he rcfti hc-d S^itggestton as to 

proposed system of deposit to abide the event r 6a Objections to the 

sons appearing more ihan m-tr-p «.•. 0104-^172 (jreai objection to per- 

enteo.'o'n the® egisSr to.he “■esc cases occur to ail extraordinary 

times, 5173-5102, It is iL h'lfl tUinv some names appear as many as 10 or n 

by iliejob, instead of by the dav • th^v h revising barristers paid, as at present, 

beixpedientthat life revwjg ba lrerlmfld' 6.98-6.98—1' w-ld 

each name, and asking the overseer for infnr ^ through the register, reading aloud 

he dangerous .0 trust ro the fvmeer in dm m '' L would 

to the officer in boroughs emolov^l v'' 6199-5205 Any officer, similar 

a much purer form than it' is now^done SCO'S'"® The 
guardians, would be very p.oper pmdZ.fd“o 

^o^-REsiDE!tT Voters: 

barrister’s emurt't'o provS'h'irS'JanfimuiSn"!/* f'"'"'"* 

-r. dUtant places a ha.‘S.?;S';Sn’;'h°e"’vmerPay^^^^^^^^^ '™“' 

Such. All the objections were to non-resident voters, Lucas C646, 

Nortk 
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NoN-RESiDE'ST yorERiS—coQtinued. 

North Lancashire. Instance on the register for North Lancashire, showing the imper- 
fection of the register as regards distant ■voters j case of a distant voter’s name 
remaining on the register eight 3’ears after his death, G. 3288. 

Norik Staffordshire. Remarks upon the evidence of Mr. Passman, as to the objections 
to distant voters in the register for Nortli Staffbidshire, G. Wilson 3401-3403. 

North Warxoiclishire. Further opinion, that in the case of the objections to the non-re- 
sident voters of North Warwickshire, great pains were taken in making inquiries to 
ascertain the facts, G. Wilson 3716. 

York (West Riding). Many hundreds of those whom the League have registered are. 
non-residents, yLZernntitT 4846-4853. 

See also Absentee Voters. 

Notice of Claims. How far witness has been concerned in preferring claims for parties to 

be placed on the register for North Warwick, Wilmot 381-403 Under the present 

law it is easy for an unprofessional person to make out a claim to vote, Kynnersley 906 

No advantage would arise from imposing upon the claimant the necessity of giving 

notice to the clerk of the peace of his intention to claim, Boaster 4530-4534 Pro- 

position that new claims should be sent in to the overseers, as at present, and not sent to 
the clerk of the peace, Whateley 5269, 5270. 

See also 0/ Me Peace. Ooerseers. Overseers’ Lists. Puhlicalion of Lists. 

Notices of Objection. One main abuse of the law is the facility which it affords of serving 

indiscriminate notices of objection on large numbers of voters, Whateley A 

notice directed according to the description given in tlie claim would be a sufficient 

notice to strike off the vote, if not defended, ib. 182, 183 Suggestion that when a 

notice is sent by post, it should be imperative to add the post-town to the description ; 
at present it is merely directed according to the place of abode contained in the list, 

Kynnersley 887-895 Evidence as to the power of the overseers with respect to 

serving notices of objection, with suggestions on the subject, ib. 970-974 Separate 

iusiructions are given by the bead of the post-office as to the mode of dealing with 
notices of objection ; way in which the notices are dealt with when the two copies do not 

correspond, Willoch 1550-1559 Cases in which one objection may lead to three 

notices being necessary, ib. 1567, 1568 In all cases where the notices were late, the 

League abandoned the objections, except in one casein East Gloucester, G. Wilson 
3393 - 3397 - 

Circumstances attending the receipt of a number of notices of objection at Leek post- 
office towards the end of August 1845; date at which they were received; some of 
them were received as late as the 281I1 ; they bore the Manchester post-mark, Nall 1625- 

1631 Total number of notices received for delivery in Leek and the neighbourhood; 

usual number, ib. 1635-1639 Many of the notices were so imperfectly directed, that 

they lay in the Dead Letter Office ; some of them were for Cheshire and some for Staf- 
fordshire; they were sent to Leek, in conjecture that Leek was the post-town, ib. 
1640-1649. 

In Buckinghamshire, in i 846 > notices all came at once and very late ; so late that 
the overseers had not an opportunity of making their lists of objections at the prescribed 
period ; they were all posted at Manchester on the 23d and 24th of August, L/ucas 2640— 

2644 ^I'he barrister’s court opened on the 30th of September; the notices got to the 

people on the 26th and 27th August; the Act requires that the notices should be posted 
so as 10‘reach the parties in good time, ib. 2676-2678. 

In tiie case of North Staffordshire, the decisions were all ruled by one simple ^jection ; 
cases of non-attendance on the supposition that tlie notice was a bad one, G. Wilson 

3308 In the case in South Cheshire, where tlie notices of objection came too 

late, it comes to a question of jurisdiction or costs, Townsend 4228, 4229- Evidence 

as to witness’s refusal to go into the objections where the notices came too late, ib. 4247- 

,4264 Under the system proposed by witness, three notices of objection would he 

required - one to tlie voter, one to the clerk of the peace, and one to the overseer, which 

should be duplicates, Whateley ^^bese, together with the counterpart, 

which the objector retained for himself, would make four; all of whiGu should be 
stamped, i6. 5266, 5267. 

Anti-Corn Law League. Posting Notices of Objection. Service of Notices. 

Numbers of Houses. It is not doing a public service to object to 200 or 300 voters, whose 
qualificaiions are notorious, merely because the number of the house is omitted, Wh^eley 

74 75 Power possessed by the revising barrister of inserting the number of the house 

when omitted, rather than strike the vote off the register, ib. 170-181 ^In many cases 

the number of the house is necessary to perfect identity as to the place of abode or the 

claimant, Macaulay 2605, 2606 How far witness considers objections to votes on the 

ground of imperfect description of the number of the house frivolous and vexatious, ib. 
■2607-2615. 

See also Afwdescriptions. Residences of Voters. OBJECTIONS^ 

0.41 • 3 3 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



39 ^ 



OBJ 



Report, 1846 — continued. 



o. 



Objections : 

I. Gen.erally. 

ll. Evidence respecting the Objections taken in various Counties ; t/iese O^ectioTis 
being principally taken by the Anti-Corn Law League. 

1. Bucks. 

2. South Cheshire. 

3. East Gloucester. 

4. Iforih. Lancashire. 

5. South Lancashire. 

6. Middlesex. 

7. North Stafford. 

8. North Warwick. 

9. York (West Riding). 

I. Generally. 

The kind of objections made last year by the League is a totally new system of 

objection, 931-936 Former system of objecting to voters in the counties 

in which witness has revised, ih. 940-944 It sometimes happens that a number of 

votes are objected to on the same ground, in these cases the decision on one objection 

would rule a class, Macaulay 24S1-2489 There is no mode of getting rid of a bad 

vote but by testing it through an objection before the revising barrister, Janies 31 10 

The League did not always doubt the qualification of the parties to whom they objected, 
but they did so in order that the parties might comply with the requirements of the Act ; 
the grounds of objection were the same, or nearly the same, in all the counties in which 

the League interfered, G.Wilson 3375-3386 In the Registration of Voters Act, the 

last Act, there has been a great grievance, that the public have been liable to in the 
services of indiscriminate notices of objection by irresponsible people, Burnaby 
3905- 

Suggestion that in the list of persons objected to be transmitted to tiie clerk of the peace, 
under Act 6‘ & 7 Viet., c. iS, s. 9, shall be added columns, specifying under which of three 
beads, first, on the merits of the qualification ; second, on the ground of misdescription ; 
third, on the ground of a double entry, the parties are objected to, Rep. viii. Inexpe- 

diency of requiring the objector to state the ground of objection in the notice, Whateley 

280-282. 1679 Witness draws a distinction between the nature of the objection and 

the grounds of objection, ih. 1679 There would be considerable disadvantage in requir- 

ing the specific grounds of objection to be staled in the strict manner which is required 

in cases of parochial settlement, ih, An objector should state in his notice of objection 

the nature of his objection ; clause proposed for the purpose of carrying out this object, 

ih. 5216, 5217. 5220-5250 Witness would not recommend any alteration in the 

nature ot the qualification ; in the nature of the objection be would have the objection 

stated, Lucas 2733, 2734 It would not be advisable to impose any restrictions on the 

present power of objecting, G. Wilson 3698 ^Witness would not make any distinction 

between the situation of a person after he has been on the register some time and a new 

claimant, 3872 Under wiiness’splan no objection could emanate from any party 

unless there were fair grounds, ii. A distinciion should be drawn between an objec- 

tion upon the merits and one which only leads to an amendment of the description ; there 

should be a scale of costs, ib. 3887-3890 It would be vcjy desirable that the objector 

should draw the attention ot tlie voter to the column in the register ic which he objects, 
Burnaby 399^)399^ > SAadiaeZ/ 4300-4307 Objection to the objector being com- 

pelled to slate under what column lie intends to raise the objection, Ras^ter 4501- 

4517- 

There have been comparatively few instances in which individuals have themselves 
comeforw'ard and objected to another individual’s vote, 4021— — Doubts as to 

whether the present power of objecting is not too wide; suggestions on the subject, 

yoitiKscntZ 4097-41 03 It is desirable that the power of objecting on minor points, 

not affecting the rent-qualification, should be restrained, 4299 It is expe- 

dient to afford faciliij' of objection, even if merely with a view to correcting the register, 
Baxt^ 4452-4455 — -It is very unimportant what name is signed to the objection : the 
more important thing is to secure that the objection shall not be made without adequate 

cause, ti. 4575 This system of wholesale objections, pursued by' any one party, will 

naturally lead to retaliation on the other side, iA. 4596. 

II, Evidence respecting the Objections taken in various Counties ; these Objections being 
principally taken by the League. 

1 , Bucks. 

There were about 1,000 objections taken at the last registration ; whole number of 

votes on tiie register, Lucas 2D35-2638 The person who made these objections was a 

man- 
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Objections : — II. Evidence respecting the Objections taken, ^c. — continued. 

1. Bucks — continued. 

man of the name of William Lines, Lucas 2639 Steps which were taken to sustain the 

objections; the objector attended at each of the revision conns, ib. 2645 A Mr. Acland 

attended to conduct the cases at the banister’s court at Newport Pagnell ; a Mr. Clark 
also attended ; liiey both of them avowed themselves to be agents of the Anti-Corn Law 

League, ih. 2647-2650. 2652-2655 Number of the objections which were heard; 

number which were struck off; number which were retained, ib. 2650-2655. 2657-2661 

A great deal of inconvenience might be obviated if the party objecting was obliged 

to slate the grounds of his objection, 2661-2664 Evidence respecting the large 

number of objections taken in Buckinghamshire, G. Wilsofi 3368, 3369. 

2. South Cheshire. 

Total number of objections; number in the Congleton district, J. Wilso?i 1685 — — 
Number of objections in the parish of Congleton ; number of votes struck off; some were 
amended ta consequence of objection, and the parties were refused their costs on that 

ground only, ib. 1728-1749 None were heard upon the ground that the notice was 

informal or too late, ib. 1750 Number of objections taken and number established in 

Bnn-lawtoii, ib. 1754, 1755 Number of objections in Smallwood, in which the notices 

were held to be too late; opinion that not one of them would have been sustained if 

they hud been heard, ib. 1754-1760 Class of persons that were chiefly objected to, ib. 

1771-1779. 

Evidence ns to the nature of the objections in the Congleton court, and as to costs 
beino- allow’ed ; parties by whom the objections were signed, most of them came from 

Manchester, J. Wi/son 1792-1802 Witness was requested by one of the senior 

magistrates, in consequence of a great number of people writing to him, as to having 
received objections from Manchester to their votes, to watch the matter, and to write 
to the parlies upon it relative to any alteration that might have taken place as to the 

qualification; result of this proceeding, Jenkins 1822-1836 General nature of the 

objections that w’cre served; number of objections ; small number that were successful, 

ij,\ 1737. 1873. 1S82-1896 Several of the names which were struck off were the 

names of dead inen; many of them had notices directed to them, and posted by the 
League; connexion of Mr. Acland with the League, ib. 1901-1928. 

Large inunbev of objections made in the last revision for South Cheshire, nearly the 
whole Ilf which fell to the ground, in consequence of the illegal manner in which the 
notices were signed, the parly objecting, a man of the name of Hicton, having employed 
his sous to sign for liiin ; small proportion of objections which were made good, Jbwn- 

scnd4070-4073. 41 58 Objections were also made by another person besides Hicton, 

by a mail of the name of Abraham Goodwin, 4158 Many of his objections were 

c^ood objections, they were all legally signed, *6. 4159 Witness heard all his objections 

till costs were refused to be paid upon Hielon’s objections ; reason for witness then re- 
fusing to hear any more of those objections, ib. 4160-4196. 4230-4233 Evidence as 

to how far the objections made by Goodwin might have been sustained, and the votes 
struck off, if they had been heard, instead of being quashed upon the refusal of Hicton 
and the League to pay costs, ib. 4201-4221. 



3. East Gloucester. 

Great number of objections made to the votes upon the registration last year, 

2056 They were almost exclusively made by a person ol the name of Henry Bishop, 

a shoemaker of Chellenhum, ilie objectious coming from Manchester; the majority of 
them were posted there; the remainder were posted at Cheltenham, ib. 2057-20G0— — 
Number of objections in the eastern division altogether that were objected to by this 
person alone, tliey were principally to non-resident parties, parties residing at a distance, 
ib 2061-2068— Number of these objections which were served against the Oonserva- 
tives in the Gloucester district ; number struck off, and grounds upon whicb struck ott ; 
nature of the eases that failed in which coats were allowed, i6. 2069-2095. 

In many of tlie cases of objections which were signed by Bishop, and came from 
Manchester, a witlidrawal of the objection was sent by James Acland, Helps 209S-3110 

Number of objections served in llie Cheltenham district ; number signed by Bisbop J 

number siKned by a man of the name of Cox, who acted for the Conservatives; “““ber 

sustained, 2117-^129 Number of objections by the League m the T<iwlresbuiy 

district; number sustained ; number in which costs were allowed, >4. 2136-2162. 

4. North Lancashire. 

Return of tlie number wlileli were decided upon in Lancashire m the absence 

the voter, <?. TOsem 335“ Number of objections made by the League in North 

Lancashire ; number withdrawn, and reasons for ’ 

number of votes sustninecl ; number of votes amended, ib. 335^ 3359‘ 33 4”33 o* 

. 5. South 

0.41 . 3 ^ 4 , 
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Objections II. Evidence respecting the Ohjections taken, ^c. — continued. 

5. South Lancashire. 

How far witness has been concerned in serving notices of objection ■ the obi t' 

made on the part of the Conservative Society have always been after iiivestio-itin^ 'T* 

claims, Macaulay 2306-2308 Circumstances attending the system of obTectin 

Conservative votes in 1845; number objected to ; the objections were all made b ^ 
man, named Lawrence Staines, a man in a low situation of life, id. 23i<i-,2Qi8 / 

2453 Lawrence Staines was employed for years past as an active agent of the 

Society (1846), 16. 2318 Time at which it was reported and believed that he hadcha 

his masters, and that he was acting on behalf of the Anti-Corn Law Lea^^ue ii oq?R 

2319. 2423-2433 Small number of objections that were maintained out Sf the nnmK 

made by this party ; only motives which could be assigned for these objections, 2320 
Number of these cases of objections which were heard; nnraber in which costs iv 
applied for and allowed ; great number which were withdrawn on the apprehension^If 
costs, ilfcrctzaZay 2320-2348— —The objector was in so low a situation of life that h 

could not liave borne costs if they had been given against him, ib. 234o-22i;‘5 Nnm^ 

her of votes that were struck off in consequence of objections from the Liberal side nt 
the late revision of 1845, for the southern division of Leicestersliire, either uoon nnln^ 
of form or otherwise, 2490, 2491. ^ 

Objections were laLen in some instances to some point of law in the formation of 

theregister Macc«% 2493. 2511-2523 Objections were taken in several cases to 

the whole list, as being informal, ib. In these cases the barrister acted unon tfiP 

clause m the Act of Parliament, empowering him to fall back upon the reeistei- of fh^v 

previous year; effsct of this upon the claimants, ib. 2493-2497 These objections 

were taken by the Reform parly; nature of the objections, ib. 24o8-2f;o2— -Manv 
votes were not removed from the register in consequence of these objections as to the 

^gahty of the register, ib. 2507. 2509, 2510 These are not the objections that the 

Conservative party complain of as frivolous and vexatious, 2508. 

6. Middlesex. 

Numbei of objections taken by the League in 1845 ; numboi- made on the part of the 

respeolively by tl.e two parties, Puyae 

3817-3S21 The system o objections lately adopted in Middlesex has led to verv 

coDstderable nmioyance to the voters, iO. 3S54 Non-residents have been mostly 

selected as objects tor objection, tk 3853 This arises from the principle laid down 

"856 ^ allowed unless the parties themselves appear, ih. 

7. North Stafford. 

pai des who objected got infoimation as to bow the parties were 
hkeiy to vote at an election; the objections were all made politically, Kytmershj 807- 
Number ot votes struck off at the last revision for the nonherii division of Stafford- 
shire; number of objections, ti. 902,903 The system of objections which is now 

pursued and which is complained of in North Staffordshire as vexatious, ought to be 

prevetued by some new enaetinent, 116.918-930 Parlicnlars respecting a la?ge num- 

bei ot objections made on the part or a man of the name of Davenport, at the last regis- 
annlari"' 1’" onc-lialf wcre stiuok off Oil accouot of the patties not 

appeanngto substanliale thetr clnuns, Suiti/igge-ioie. 1049-1053 Active part taken 

by the League in connexion with these objections; parties who appeared in the registra- 

ob .otlol.;*’'’ ’’'I’l ^ 1013-1029 Evidence as to tiie wh®esale 

whi *h «tri the name of Davenport ; number struck off; grounds on 

w h i 7 ? number ot cases 111 which costs were given ; large proportion of cases 
tn^which object.ous were served where the vote was timoriously |ood, Pnssmun 1105- 

8. North Warwick. 

Several hundred objections have been taken to votes in the parish of Bimiingham 
sWnt ’’y “ Benjamin Worth- 

°* Stafford was aulhorized by him to sign,. 
Q. ^ rviiuess has reason to believe that the objections signed by 

wiin°s objections, ib. 55 There were many instances in which 

witness had previously substantiated the votes, ib. 55-60 In every case where the 

voter was 111 auendauce, witness proved bis vote upon the merits, ib. 55 How far 

witness has himself objected to votes; classes of votes to which he has objected, 

. 7 - 9. 93 gg. 113 et scq~- Manner in which witness was employed at the last 
registration 111 North Warwickshire to defend votes which had been objected to. ii. 
go-92 -Distinction witness draws between the objections be made on the part of the 
' o7Lt “t”” Association of Birmingham, and which were ruled not to be 

jectioms by the revising barrister, and llie objections now called fraudulent and 

vexat ons in ad e by other parlies, ib. toa-ii2 Further evidence as to the number of 

objections signed by Worthington in the parishes of Birmingham and Aston-juxta- 

Birmingliain ; 
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Objections:— ll. Evidence respecting the Objections taken, ^c.~~coniinMt6. 

8. North Warwick — continued. 

Birmingham; proportion of the whole number which carried costs, 'Whatdey 127-i‘3q 
A great number of the objections signed by Stafford were heard, ih. 140. 

Witness has acted for the Coventry district since the Reform Bill passed, in attending 
to the register ; has had nothing to do with any association, nor is he paid by any one, 

Wilmot 302-304. 404-417 Witness has been employed in making objections and in 

defending votes, as is the usual practice of solicitors in r'egistration matters, ib. 305-307 

Witness attended the last revision in the registration court at Coventry; had 

received intimation previously that a great number of objections had been served, 

16.308-310 Particulars respecting these objections ; parties by whom served; the 

objections were all signed “ William Worthiogton £6.310-312 Number of these 

objections; number vyhich were signed in the names of Worthington and Stafford, in 

the parishes of Birmingham and Aston-juxta-Birmingliam, £6.313-332 Character 

and occupation of Worthington and Stafford ; oath taken bv Worthington, that the sig- 
natures to the objections were all his, which were afterwards’ sworn to by Stafford to be 
in his handwriting, ib. 333-339. 

A great number of these objections were served upon persons whose ciualification was 

undoubted and well known, 340-342 When it was discovered that Worthington 

had signed for Stafford, the objections were not proceeded with, ib. 343-356 Many 

of the votes that were struck off by the revising barristers, since the list of objections by 

the League, were improperly struck off, £6.421,422.425-432.437-430 Particulars 

respecting the objections made by the League at Sutton Coldfield, Hebbert 6j6-Q9,y 

Numerous objections made to votes in the registration court; at Birmingham; 

number of cases in which costs were allowed, ib. SSS-fipy. 

Evidence as to the great quantity of objections in North Warwickshire which 
were withdrawn by the League, the notices having been illegally signed, G. Wilson 

3412-3414 Grievance that particularly prevailed m the last registration for North 

Warwickshire, Burnaby 3905 There were a vast number of parlies objected to, with- 
out any good grounds for objection, £6, 3905, 3906 A great number of objections 

disappeared at once, the party liaving got some one else to sign for him, ib. 3907, 3908. 

3970. 3971* 

9 . York (West Hiding). 

In some localities in the Riding there have been since 1835 occasions in which there 
has been an indiscriminate service of notices of objection, 4344 — ^This lias arisen 

from parties becoming excited from quarrels and local circumstances, but lias never 

extended to the wliole Riding as a mass, ih. Latterly the subject ■ has been taken 

more into the hands of societies on each side, namely, the Conservative Association 

on the one side, and the Whig Association on the other, £6. 4345 During the whole 

of the eleven years that witness has acted as an advocate in the revising barrister’s 
court, there have been very numerous objections served on both sides, Alexanderli\-j^2> 

Witness has never known instances of a great number of objections suddenly served 

upon a constituency by a body from a distance, Newman 5144 Particulars respecting 

some parties from Manchester having indiscriminately signed objections to a number of 
people in the West Riding of Yorkshire, £6. 5145,5146. 

See also Anti-Cont Law League. Clerks of the Peace. Frivolous and Ve.xatious 
Objections. Misdescriptions. Notices of Objection. Overseers. Overseers' Lists. 
Postitig Notices of Objection. Political Associations. Publication of Lists. Service 
of Notices. Signatures to Objections. Withdrawal of Objections. 

Objectors. No other than a person ou the register can object to a vote, Wkateley :6i—— 
“Witnesshas never found a case in which asingleobjectorhad objected to one single vote, £6. 

qo 6 The objections are almost universally signed by one person, £6. 207 Thispwty 

should be always available for the payment of any amount of costs awarded against him, 

ib. 208-212 How far restricting the riglit of objection would be practicable, say, not 

merely to a person whose name appears on the register, but to a person living within, the 
bounds of some limited district ; it would not be necessary to limit the right to a given 
number, £6. 219-229. 

Remuneration made to the objector in South Cheshire for liis loss of time; if is very 

trifling, J. Wilson 1784-1787 It would be desirable to limit the right of objection to 

persons resident within tlie same polling district or some specified limit; ^ within 
the township would be too small, Wilson 1790, 1791 ; .^6/7352167-2171 —If the objec- 
tor does not appear, the barrister has no hold upon him in any way, unless he attempts to 

prove his notice of objection, 2 ?«rna 6 y 3942, 3943 There would be no obliging 

the objector to siibsiaaliate his objection and go into it, ib. 3950, 3951 —When a party 
has once proved his qualification, the onus should be upon the objector; he should prove 
the aftirniation that the* voter has parted with his qualification, JoK/isena 4073-4077* 

4o 82-4£,88. 4234-4238 It is a very great hardship that when a voter has once 

provedliis qualification, he should have to come year after year to re-prove it, *6. — 

0.4T. 3E 1' 
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Objectors — continued. 

It would be advisable to compel the objector to make a solemn declaration, and 
attach it to the notice, that he believed there was good ground of objection, and render 
himself liable to the consequence of perjury, in the event of its not being true, Shadwell 

4271-4280 There would be no advantage in checking the interference of persons 

out of the district with the register, Whateky 5297-5300 Clause proposed in the 

Draft Bill for amending the registration of voters, that the objector shall find security 
for costs, Apy. 364. 

See also Deposit for Costs. Notices of Objection. Objections, I. 

Overseers. Possibility of making the registration of voters more a matter of official duty 
than it is now by having paid overseers, and taking it out of the hands of parties, Kyn- 

nersley 082-9S9 When a number of claimants send in their claims, llie overseer has 

power to note objections against them, and is bound by law to do so; if the power of 
objecting to bad votes were left entirely to the overseers, die register would not be 
efiectually purified from bad votes; it would not be safe to leave it in their hands 

Macaulay 2492. 2537-2545 Particulars as to the number of votes struck off the 

register for North Lancashire in the year 1843 by the overseers, G. Wilson 3271 The 

number struck off shows a per centage of six per cent, on the total, number registered, 

ih. Instances showing that unless the parties are objected to by somebody 

besides the overseers, there is sure to be an imperfect register in a very short time, 

it. 3279 The chief difficulty is, that the information must be obtained from sources 

which the overseers cannot get at; the overseers generally being only able to give 
an account of deaths, if they happen in their own townships or parishes, ib. 3293- 

3304- 

The attendance of the overseers in the registration courts could not be advantageously 

dispensed with, Payne 3850-3853 Grounds upon which the overseers usually object, 

3962, 3963 In towns, witness has found the overseers exceedingly diligent 

in attending to the purification of the register, and perfectly honest everywhere; but 

they are not equally diligent in country parishes, li. 3964-3969 Witness has gene* 

rally gone through the overseers* objections first, for the convenience of the parties, ih. 
3995—; — "The overseers are the only persons trusted to to object to the claims sent in; 
the revising barrister ought to have more power to inquire into them, Townsend 4226, 

4227 How far any further assistance might be rendered to the overseers in the 

description of the property upon which qualifications are to be found, so that the descrip- 
tive part might be less liable to defect, Neioman 5^3t~'5t35 Evidence generally 

respecting the overseers’ objections; how far it might be useful for other persons to 
object to the same parties, as well as the overseers, Wiateletj 5303-53 1 5. 

See qIso Clei'ks of the Peace. Misdescriptions. Objections. .Publication of Lists. 

Devising Barristers, 

Ov^seeri Lists. Mode in which the overseers’ lists are now made out and posted. 

Helps 2174 Reason why the publication of the list ought not to be confided to the 

parish overseer; it should be given to a paid officer, Smith 1089-1098. 



P. 

Pasman, Charles Bradford. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Solicitorat Stafford; hasattended 

ffievevisingbarristeriu North Staffordshire ihroughoutthe circuit in 1845, 1103,1104 * 

Evidence as to the wholesale objections served by a man of the name of Davenport; number 
struck off; grounds on which struck off ; number of cases in which costs were given ; large 
proportion of cases in which objections were served when the vote was notoriously good, 

1 1 05-1 1 46- ■ - Number ol objections which were withdrawn ; costs were applied for in 
some cases where the notice of objection was withdrawn, but were refused, 1147-1151 
——Course of proceedings in the revising barristers’ courts in North Staffordshire, 
-Evidence as to the attendance and proceedings of a man of the name 
or Cm-man m the revisiou courts ; he was an avowed agent of the Anti-Corn Law League; 

withdrawal of notices by Mr. Cai man, 1156-1168 ^Explanation of the circumstance as 

to many of the notices arriving too late; evidence as to the greater number of the objec- 
tions being posted at Manchester, 1169-1192 Great objection to allowing the mere 

tact ot putting the letter into the post-office to be coaclusfve evidence of service, 1179 
- -irregularity of the signature of many of Davenport’s objections; they were signed 

lor hini by Ins son, 1193-1196 Evidence respecting the notices of objection served 

by the Conservative party in North Staffordshire, and as to the euiploymeiu of objectors; 
course adopted by the Conservative Association in supervising the register, 1197-1217 
I wholesale objections is quite a novelty in Staffordshire; it never 

existed before either on one side or the other, 1218-1220 In cases where any altera- 

tion was made in ihe description on the register, the barrister declined giving costs, 

however uivi«U the alteration, 1221-1237 The system of wholesale objections has 

not nad the effect of purifying the register ; but it has had the effect of causifkg a great 
number ot valid and unexceptionable voles to be struck off, 1238-1246 Wholesale 

objection& 
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PasmaTif Charles Bradford. (Analysis ofliis Evidence)— 

objections by a central society to various registers are against the spirit of the Act. 
1247 — —Ultimately, the parties forming such a body would have the control of the 

representatives of the kingdom at large, 1248, 1249 Evidence as to the objections 

made formeriy to votes by the Conservative party in North Stafford, and also as to the 
Whig system of objecting to votes j the system of objections pursued by the League is 

a totally new system, 1250-1267 Itwas not the practice of the League to remunerate 

the parties who attended, although no costs were given, 1268-1273 Further evidence 

as to the notices of objections served by Davenport, and as to the late delivery of many 

of them, 1274-1304 Improvement suggested in the registration with respect to 

serving objections, 1305-1315 There ougluto be some preference shown to those who 

have been on the registerfor some time, beyond new ciaimants, 1310 ^The barrister 

ought to be enabled to give unlimited costs according to his judgment; but there should 
be an appeal, 1316 There is no objection to compelling the objector to make a depo- 

sit of the amount of costs before the objection is gone into, 1317-1322. 1328, 1329. 
1348-1351 — — It is absolutely necessary that every vote should be proved wliich appears 

upon the register, 1323-1327. 1333-1337 Number of votes struck off the register in 

consequence of the non-attendance of the parties, 1330-1347 If it could be so 

arranged, it would be better that there should be no occasion for a retainer on either side, 
1352-1356 — —Evidence respecting the petitions from North Staffordshire, 1357-1360. 



Pauhon, Ahrakam Walter. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Is employed in the office of the 

Anti-Corn Law League in London; represents the council in London, 3718, 3719 

Sums of money ha^e been paid to witness for the purchase of qualifications in several 
counties, Middlesex and Herts, and some portion of East Surrey, and some in East 

Sussex and Hampshire, 3720 When sums of money have been paid into Mr, James’s 

hands, he has paid it over to witness, as well as the money paid to all other parties in the 
office, 3721, 3722 — —How far witness has an account of the monies so received by him ; 

to each party paying, either by check or cash, a receipt is given, 3723 These monies 

are paid into the hands of the bankers, Messrs. Diewitt & Fowler, 3724, 3725. 3755, 

3756 These sums are not exactly paid to a general fund for the purchase of votes, 

2726 Each individual who applies to witness to aid him in the purchase of a vote for 

any county, pays such a sum as witness believes will be adequate to the purpose of 

acquiring a vote in that county, 3727 The whole of the purchase-money is defrayed 

by the party to whem the vote is conveyed, including the cost of the conveyance, 3727- 

gygi... . - -The sum differs in various counties, 3730 The sort of qualification which a 

person can acquire for 49 is a rent-charge, 3732, 3733. 

Nature of the assistance which parties expect when they write or apply to the League 

office to purchase a qualification, 3734“3742‘ The atloroies employed tor this business 

are not paid out of the general fund of the League, 3741 — -The regisuation advocates 
that are specially engaged by the League, are of course paid their ordinary fees by the 
League, 3741 — ■ — No party assistance at all from the League fund is afforded for the pur- 
chase of these votes, 3742 Particulars respecting a iransacdon which took place in 

the early part of the year i8zl 6 as to the purchase of some votes for East Sussex, on the 

property of a Mr. Manfield, at Brighton, 3743-3746 Witness can speak to having 

received from some ol' the parties to whom a rent-charge was granted out of tins property, 

a sum of money for the purchase of a qualification, 3745 j 3746 Nearly 2o,00p 1. Passed 

through witness’s hands for the purchase of qualifications in the month ot Jaiiuaiy 1846, 

3747> 3748 The only guarantee imposed upon auy of the applicants as to their 

politics is the fact of their being free-traders, 3749-3754- 



Payne, Julian. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Has acted on the part of the Conservanves 
of Middlesex in the registration of votes for about 12 years; witness so acted before the 
Recistraiiou Act was passed ; is not a solicitor, 3781-3784— —There has been a con- 
siderable increase in the business of the registration courts within the last two years, more 
particularly in the last year, in consequence of the interference of the Anti-Lorn Law 

Leaeue There were several parties who attended in the courts as agents for that 

party : mJ. James was the principal, 3786 la consequence of a number of new claims 

Appearing upon the lists, in batches as it 

business to make inquiries, and make a great number of objecttoiis, 378,— Tins »as on 
account of the interference of the Anti-Corn Latv League; n would not have been at- 
tempted by tbe Conservative party if the business had been conducted as in former jeais, 
namely, by an agent connected witli the county only, 37S7-3790- The nature of the 
claims to which these objections were made was pmicipally rent-charges ; many of thm 
were for apropeny in the parish of Heston; how far these c aims were substantiated, 

3791-3724 Names of the parties qualifying for this properly, 3795-3°oo. 

Particulars respecting some property in the parish of St. George, Hanovei-square, 



wh™ hrs'beenXrhrtI- fte purpose of granting qodifioa^ 

names of the persons whose qualifications rest upon tins propi ly, 38°l-38o5— 
instance of qualifications cut out of properties in a similar manner, 3S06 et seq.— 
Instance in tSe parish of Islewortli; names of the parties whose qualifications rest upon 
0.41. 3^2 
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Payne, Julian. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 

the property; an objection was taken to these claims, but the names were allowed to 

remain on t 1 ie list, 3806-3810 The system pursued by tlie League has had the effect 

of increasing the register for Middlesex by 500 votes at least, 3811 Since the passinf^ 

of the Registration Act the number of objections had decreased very considerably untU 

the interference of the Anti-Corn Law League last year, 38x3-3816 Number of 

objections taken by the League in 1845 ; number made on the part of the Conservatives • 

number which were sustained respectively by tlie two parties, 3817-3821 -Up jq 

last few weeks, the League have been proceeding with their system of claims and obiec- 
tions in Middlesex, 3822. 

It is not true that in 1834, 1835, 1836 and i837,the Conservative Association created 
a great number of qualifications in Middlesex by rent-charges or otherwise, 3823 3804. 
— — Coume which the Conservative Association has pursued in Middlesex iti then- 
objections to voters to ascertain tlie validity of the grounds of such objections 382?- 
The exertions of the Anti-Corn Law League have produced a great change in tlie^c 



this has not been done with a view to giving votes, 3831-3833 The re<>-ister is not in 

a more pure state than it was before the interference of the Anti-Corn Law^Leaeue, 3834 

They have struck off a number ofgood votes, 3834 They object to nearly all clertry. 

men merely on the ground of some trifling informality in the statement of their quahfi- 
cations ; upon these grounds a number of them have been expunged, 3835-3843. 

Evidence as to the issuing of circulars by the Anti-Corn Law League inquirino- into 
the names of voters for Middlesex, 3845, 3846 Witness has never known an in- 

stance of the Anti-Corn Law League objecting and persevering in an objection to a 

voter who holds iheirown opinion, 3847 The exertions of the^Anti-Corn Law Leao-ue 

have superseded those of the regular party connected with the county, 3848, 3849-^ 

Reasons why the attendance of the overseers in the Registration Courts could not be 

advantageously dispensed with, 3850-3853 ^The system of objections lately adopted 

in Middlesex has led to very considerable annoyance to the voters; non-residents have 

been chiefly selected as objects for objection, 3854, 3855 This arises from the prin- 

cinle laid down by barristers that no costs shall ever be allowed unless the parties them- 
selves appear, 3856 In no single instance have costs been given in Middlesex where 

the parties themselves have not appeared, 3857, 3858 Mr. Walpole, and Mr. Shad- 

well, the succeeding barrister, laid it down as a rule that whenever they made an alteration 
jn the description they would not allow costs, 3859. 

An objection which merely tends to an alletation in the description is not equally nood 

With one wlucli disqualifies the voter, 3860 It is a common practice for parties 

. 9 . made random objections to shelter themselves from costs under some 

tnttmg iteration m the description being made by the revising barrister, 38S1. The 

present Registration Act is detective in some respects, 3S62 Bringing voters from 

very distant places is a hardship npon the voter, 3863 Suggestion that the claimant 

should send a notice to the clerk of the peace, which notice should be accomnanied by 

hir M ^^^^oalification, 3864-3867 ^Fonn of declarations made 

osfi iV Mr. Baron Alderson in support of their votes delivered in, 3864- 

b 1“ n 1 “ increase the power of the barrister in awarding costs ; 

he should have a power up to 5i., 3868-3871. 

Witness would not make any distinction between the situation of a person after he has 

been on the register some tmte and a new claimant, 3872 Onder witness’s plan no 

objection would emanate horn any party unless there were fair grounds, 3872 Witness 

.T.hlnlfJf u ‘“I’.bbsls >n every case j suggestion that the barrister slioiild receive 

,ti a ' objection was entered into ; reason why this would be preferable 

to the deposit being made with the clerk of the peace, 3873-387S— — The posting of a 
were r 1 1 ”!! evidence of tile Service, provided a longer period 

w“‘‘ roF'^r"'’ ‘'“J? previous tO tlw CJlh AugUSt, 3877-3879 

of title, ro arises in counties in making out claims from the variety 

aualifiniir 3S80— - And also great difficulty in persons proving the precise 

qualification they put themselves upon the list for, 3S80, 3881 , ^ 

foinn^nf ^'^S‘®^'’ation Act for claimants are not sufficiently specific ; 

hv W?n,els f 4 ‘ , recommended, 3882. 3883 The plan suggested 

notCn a^i ee of making Objections, 3884— i^ 

an evil to Ke o. °i barristers to call for title-deeds; it lias always been thought 

-he revising against, 3885 -GreaL differences of opinion and decision among 

dltincl nn®sh^ U "j ‘ioo'a'ooa have become more uniform of late, 3886 A 

leads m sO 0^® thawn between an objection upon the merits, and one which only 
-It is d, r, f iption ; there should be a scale of costs, 3887-3890 

sunnlanted “ *6 revising barristers that the Registtatiou Act has 

the Dowvr of rh \hg Act, 3891 3895 it would not be atall objectionable to revive 

nari^'? Kv tliA T ^ ^ Further evidence as to the facilities afforded lo 

parties b) the League to purchase qualifications, 3897-3900. 

Peel, 
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peel, Sir Robert. The object of the Sussex Agricultural Protection Society was to resist 
Sir Robert Peel, just as much as the League, if he lessened protection, Burrell 5536-55381 

Personation. Evidence as to the personation of dead men whose names appear on the 
register for South Cheshire, Jenkins 1929-1959. 

Petitions. Witness signed the petition from North Warwickshire, relative to the pro- 
ceedings in the registration court; general nature of the allegation of this petition, 

JJeWeri 708. 719 One of the allegations of thi.s petition was, that the objections were 

attempted to be supported by the agents of the Anti-Corn Law League; that such 
objections entirely failed, and that the petitioners’ names were retained on the register, 

715 ^There is no doubt that the objections signed by Worthington and Stafford 

were fraudulent; evidence in support of this assertion, ib. 720-731. 



Political Associations. Evidence in favour of the establishment of associations for the 

protection of voters from frivolous objections, Whateley 113-126 Difficulty of 

depriving large and organized associations of the power of objection to, and defence of, 

votes, ib. 200 Effect of the operations of the two political societies in North 

Warwickshire upon the register, ib. 232-248 Advantage resulting from the inter- 

ference of a local political society in registration matters conducting the claims and 
objections on either side; danger there would be in a central society conducting such 

matters, ilfccau/cy 2558-2560 It would be very desirable 10 purify the register by 

an independent party unbiassed by political views; impracticabUity of doing this, 

G. Wilson 3486-3489 Further evidence as lo a large association being the only 

effectual means of purifying the register; organization for this purpose being, after all, 
merely a question of pecuniary means, ib. 3616-3627. 

It is neither improper nor inconvenient, but rather the contrary, that an association 
should employ agents for the purpose of examining the register, with a view to object- 
ing to improper votes, Burnaby 4027. 4061. 4067 Reasons why, upon the whole, it is 

not desirable to throw the management of the purification of the register into the hands 

of bodies rather than of individuals, 4685-4690 How far the revision of the 

register, or the formation of it, might be made more the public duty of official persons 
than it is at present, so as to diminish the necessity of it being done by associated bodies, 
ib. 4691-4707— Objections are usually made by a political party on one side or the 
other, Whateley 5277. 5291, 5292. 

See also Anti-Corn Zaw League. Conservative Associations. Objections. Protec- 
tion Societies. Reform Societies. Sussex Agricultural Protection Society. 



Politics. The objections proceeding from the Anti-Corn Law League have been entirely 
directed against those parties who, they supposed, did not agree with them in political 
opinions, G. Wilson 3612. 



Posting "trotices of Objection. Suggestion that in all cases where the notice of objection 
is served by the post, the party, objecting shall insert in the direction the post town 

stated in the notice of claim, Rep. vi. Objection to allowing the posting of notices 

of objection to be conclusive evidence of service, Passman 1179 Thepost-omceservice, 

with proper limits, is mostwholesorae, HeZps 2164, 2165— — ^’IPhe great number of objections 
may be attributed to the facility of serving notices by post, ib. 2208-2215 the present 
Act, the Registration of Voters Act, has facilitated the getting rid of improper votes m 
consequence of having given the power of serving notice by the post ; instances in the 
county of Middlesex, where, in order to get rid of improper votes, considerable expenses 
have been incurred in serving the notice, James 3260-3264 — — -The posting of a notice 
.should be taken as conclusive evidence of the service, provided a longer period were 
required than at present, say seven days prior to the 25th August, Payne ^ 77 *“ 3®79 *“*■ 
The objection may be sent through the post, and the Court of Common ^eas has ruled 
that if posted on the day required by the Act, it shall not be merely prima facie evidence, 
hut conclusive evidence, not to be rebutted by the party proving that the notice never 
reached him ; alteration suggested on this subject, Shadwell 4269-4271 Ihere would 
be no harm in rendering it necessary that the objection should be posted within the 
county, .Bax^er 4574. 

See also Service of Notices. 



■Professional Agents. Evidence as to vtitoeBs’s duties as agent of the Conservative society 

in South Leicester, Macaulay 2356-2384 Solicitors in various towns were emplojecl 

as aaents, ih. 2389-J391 Whatever they were paid, they were paid out ol the funds ot 

tile society raised by subscription ; many of them have given their tune and tio^le tor 
a very slight remuneration ; amount of the funds oi the society, 2392—239 * ness 

has generally taken the word of the professional agent that they are rnslructed to appear 

for parties objected to, Burnaby 3992-3994 Objections ate almost always 

by an agent or' a parish officer, ib. 401 9-4026 It is in the power ot the rev sing barristei 

to inqnfre into the authority upon which an .agent acts for a voter 

appeal- to defend or aiiack, but it is not usually done, Towisewc? 4078, 4079 

no reason why professinoal agents should be ooinpelled to prove their agency before 

the revising ban ister, Baxter 4369-4371. 

See also Agents of the League. Proof 

0.41, 3 E 3 
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Proof of Qualification : 

1. Advantages that tvonld arise from a groof of the qualification 'being required 

in the first instance. 

2. Opinions as to whether the onus of proof sho^dd he thrown upon the Voter 

or the Objector. 

1, Advantages that would arise from a proof of the qualification being required in the 
first histance. 

Suggestions that any person who has established his right to vote by sufficient proof 
to the satisfaction of the revising barrister may require him to write “Proved” ao^ainst 
his name, and he shall then be entitled to the privileges conferred on a proved registered 

voter, It^. vi. Every person intending to prove his right to vote* shall give notice of 

the overseer of his intention to do so, and the overseer shall enter against his name in the 
register the words “Claims to prove Iiis vote,” and any person on the register may at the 

time of revision object to such vote without previous notice, In the list of the 

persons on the register or claimants to be transmitted tn the clerk of the peace under 
Act 6 & 7 Viet., c. 18, s. 9, shall be added a column containing the names of those 
persons who claim to prove their vote, ib. viii. 

How far it would be desirable that any person claiming to be put upon the register 

should be called upon to prove his qualification, Wkateley 190 Every new claimant 

should be called upon in the first instance to substantiate his vote whether objected to of 
not, and thus place himself in the situation of a proved voter, ib. 1673 — -—It might be 
advantageous that parlies should be bound to prove their qualifications in the first 
insiance, Burnaby 39S8, 3989 Suggestion that new claimants shall prove their quali- 

fications and shall be open to objections, without noticeeither to them or to the overseers. 

4363 This would prevent the sending in of improper claims, ii. 4364-4368 , 

4372-4378— — How fur it would be advisable to oblige a person to establish, by legal proof 
his right to vote, and then to insert against his name the word “ Proved,” so that he 

should remain for ever on the register until he lost his vote, ib. 4570-4573 All 

new claimants should be called upon to prove their qualification in the first instance. 
Wkateley 5216. 

It often happens in the revising barrister’s court that the proof made is by the voter 
himself, without tire production ofthedeed.s, Kynnershy S67-873 It would be desir- 

able to revert to the old security, requiring the deed grunting the rent-charge to be 

enrolled with the clerk of the peace, ib. 938, 939 ^^V’hen a party ims once proved his 

qualification, he ought not again to be called u])Oii to substantiate his claim, except at the 

expense of the party making the objection, Jliern 1383-1396 Statement made by 

witness, that he was in favour of exempting a proved voter from being objected to, except 
upon the ground of change of qualification, but he would propose that this should not 
he held good in cases where the entry in the register was so erroneous as to be calculated 
to mislead, Whatehy 1672-1673 In the case where a party has once proved his qua- 

lification, the objector should have the onus of proving that tlie voter has parted with his 
qualification, except in the case of the overseers’ objections, Shadtoell 4281-4285. 

2. Opinions as to lohether the onus of proof should be thrown upon the Voter or 
Objector. 

Il a party give no proof in support of his vole after the notice of objection is established, 

the vote is struck off, Whateley 20-22 The onus in die revising barrister’s court is 

thrown upon the voter to prove his vote In the case of a proved voter the onus 

of proof on a subsequent objection should be thrown upon the voter, subject to 

costs, ib. 191-193 Witness is not prepared to recommend the register to be final 

for any number of years, ib. 225. 283-294. 

Protection Societies. Witness is a member of a society called the Warwickshire Asso- 
ciation for the Protection of Agriculture, Wilmot 418, 419 Witness never received 

any communication for this society relative to looking after the register on the part of the 

protection interest, 16.420 Approval of the course that the Protection Society took 

in having resolved to examine the register, and endeavouring to purify it to add to their 
own votes, 457 Difference in the plan pursued by the North Warwickshire Agri- 

cultural Protection Association, and the Anti-Corn law League, in looking after the 

registry, Hebbert 565. 578. 594-597 No objections at all were made last year by the 

Loyal and Constitutional Association, ib. 675 A voter upon the county register is 

never required to substantiate his vote unless there be objection, James 3116-3118. 

See also Claims, Conservative Associations. Declarations. Objections. Qualifica- 
tions. Pevishtg Barristers. 

Publication of Lists. Evidence as to the duties of the overseers with' respect to the publi- 
cation of the lists of objections, Kynnersley 970-974 There is no objection to a 

provision which shall render the publication of the list of objections equally imperative 
with the publication of the list of new claims, Baxter 4518-4529. 

Purchase of Votes. See Rent-charges. 

Purification 
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Purification of Registers. If parties did not make it their business to look after tb.e 
register, and to object to votes that might be suspected to be improperly there, it would 

become impure, Wilmot 454 It is desirable for the purification of the register, that 

parties should go through it, and object tothose votes that upon the face of them have a 

suspicious appearance, ib. 455 Such objections must be controlled by societies of 

respectable persons, ib. 456. 

Opinion that if the registers were properly looked after and purified, in the course of 
10 years the number of changes would be equivalent to the total number on the register, 

G. Wilson 3271-3-276. 3319-3320 Instances of the names of parlies being struck 

off the register for South Lancashire by the League, the parties having no beneficial 

interest in^ the properly for which they claimed, ib. 3279-3282 Also instances 

of the names of parlies being struck off the register at the revision for North Cheshire 

in the year 1845, 3282 A great many of the charges made against the League with 

respect to registration may be defended upon the ground that the registers were so 

impure, ib. 3323 The Act of 1843 has given very great facilities for purifying the 

register, ib. 332^}, 3325 There is no security for the purification of the register except 

in'" freedom of objection, ih. 3490 It has been stated by the revising barristers 

in some of the counties in which the League has interfered, that the counties may con- 
sider ihemselvss indebted to the League for the attention they have paid in purifying 

the registration, ih. 3527-3530 W^itness understands by a perfectly pure register, 

• a register in which all the good votes of a county should be registered^ according 
to the strict legal forms prescribed by the Act, ih. 3610 The effect of the regis- 

tration as carried on by them would be to leave great impurities on their own side, 
ib. 3613-3615. 

Q. 

Qualifications. Suggestion that the name of a party objected to on the ground of double 
entry, may be retained on the register for all or any of the qualifications on which he 

claims to vote, Rep. vii. But he shall be bound to elect at which polling place he 

intends to vole, and he shall not be permitted to vote elsewhere, ifi. Number of 

different sorts of qualification to entitle a person to vole for a county, Kynnenl&y 908, 

QOQ There is no practical inconvenience in the present system, so far as the question 

of freehold qualification applies, i6. 917 -Witness has never made any objection with- 

out having carefully inquired into the qualification of the voter, or other circumstances 

connected with the vote,J. Wilson Making the qualification depend upon as 

few le^al conditions as possible would lend to lessen litigation in the revising barrister’s 

couit^Macaulay 2616-2626 ^The present qualification which entitles persons to vote 

for counties is satisfactory, Lucas 2735. 

No person should be permitted to remain on the register for more than one qualifica- 
tion, James 3265 Paper delivered in, showing that a great number of pewons appear 

twice on the register for the same residences, and the same property, Or. Wilson 3270, 



3277. 

Considerable impurity and imperfection in the register arises from the complicated 

nature of the qiialilication, G. Wihm 3305 Parties can been the register for a simple 

freehold qualification in 576 different ways, and might all of them have good and 
fair qualifications, il. List of the various county qualifications, and nature of qualifi- 
cation ib. qqofi-qqoq. 3311-3315- Witness puts in the paper, showing tlievaiious 

mocles’in which a qualification can be acquired, with a view of showing the great atten- 
tion requisite to be paid to the register, by any person wishing to purify it.jfi. 3316-3319. 

See also Msmtee VoUrs. AgmU 0/ tU Leagm. Anti-Corn Law Leapi. 

of Votes. SiipKcate Untries. Misdescnptiom. OvwseeTS. Proof p QuahJication. 
Rent-charges. Revising Barristers. SmaltFreeholds. Splitting Act. 



R. 

Uailwag Shares. Avote has been claimed in several instances for railway shares, but such 
vote has not been held good, G. Wilson 33^^* 

Act have been got over by the late Registration Act, Burnaby 3948, 3949- 
Rrform Society (Yoik, West Kidiiig) There has been an nssoemuon he 

IS secretary of this association , thei e is anotne J> . registration of votes, and 

li:e;t;rSno“;r? <-r purchie of 

votes, 4908-4912. 

See also Political Associations. Registers. 

0.41. 3^4 • 
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Report, 1846 — continued. 

Megisters. Votes should be struck off the register, if they are not there accordine to 

law, Wilmot 433, 434 Effect upon the register of the lust registration in North 

Warwickshire ; doubts as to whether there are not as many bad votes nowon the register 

as there were before the revision, ib. 440-448 It is a great convenience, at the time 

of elections, to have the register in proper order, James 3265 This was the osten- 

sible meaning and object of the Legislature in framing the Act for the registration of 
voters, ib. 

It has never been the object of the League to reduce the register, G. Wilson 3470—— 
They have never touched a county in which they have not materially increased the 

constituency, ib. Evidence as to the complete changes constantly talcing place in the 

register, ib. Table, showing the change which took place in the registers for the 

counties of South Lancashire, North Lancashire and North Cheshire, ^in two years 
1843, 1844; evidence as to the nature of many of these changes, ib. 3470-3474. 3477^ 

3481 Reasons why witness attaches considerable importance to having the register 

mainly accurate in point of description, Baxter 4563-4568. 

Registration. Necessity for a more accurate s_yslem of registration ; the present system 
unless very closely watched, and by some vigilant body, leads to very loose practices’ 

G. Wilson 3321-3323 Comparison between the position of a county and a borough 

voter, as to the trouble of attending to the register, ib. .3710-3714 The systein^of 

registration pursued in the boroughs, making it a matter of official duty on the part of 
proper persons, and taking it out of the hands of contending parties, might be applied 
to the county registration, Baxter 4588-4594. 

Registration of Deeds. If, in the case of rent-charges, it was compellable tliat the con- 
veyances should be registered in the same way that other deeds are, it would com- 
pletely put a stop to this species of votes; reasons why they are not so reo-istered, Alex- 
ander 4893-4899. ° 

Registration Courts. If lliere were no conditions attached to the vole, the registration 
courts might be dispensed with altogether, Macaulay 2627. 

There has been a considerable increase in the business of the registration courts in Mid- 
dlesex within the last two years iu conser^uenceof the interference of tlie Anti-Corn Law 
League, Payne 37S5 There were several parties who attended in the couits in Middle- 

sex as agents of the League ; Mr. Janies was the principal, ib. 3786. 

Registration of Voters Act. Alteration in the law in 1843, Whateley 2 This alteration 

has amended the practice in some respects, but is far from being cffioicrit ; the law U still 

capable 01 great amendment, ib. 3 Statement of the abuses of the existing law which 

have come under witness’s observation, ib. 4 et seq. Opinion, that the present stale of 

the Kegistratlon Act is very imperfect, inasmuch as it gives great facility for fiautlnlent 

and vexatious objections, f/eSiert 698-707 How far the last Registration Act of 

b Vict. c. 18, has very matpially facilitated the putting votes on the register, AyiiMrsto 
SQh-900 The last Registration Act worhs very weH, with the exception of its open- 

ing the door to the wholesale system of objecting to votes, ib. 945, 946. 

How far the present system of registration of voters might be aincntietl, Helps 2163 
« sej.- Ihe present Jaw does very well if it be carried out, James 3106, 3107 

lere ib a veiy large and a very useless expenditure incurred bv counties in the regis- 
tration of voters consequent upon the revision of the list and so forth ; suggestion as to 

now part of this expense might be saved, ib. 3122-3156 With a slight alteration the 

presell avv would work well, ii. 3162 Suggestion made by witness as to the amend- 

ment of the Registration Act, ib. 3163. 

V If ® gi'en great protection to the voter, G. Wilson 3324 The Eegis- 

f u, ° require any very material aiteratiou: suggestions as to 

some slight improvements which might be made in it, particularly as I’egafds the simpli- 

ir, snu"p° 3638-3697 The present Registaation Act is defective 

Art 7^. ^ 3862-~Snggestions for the improvement of the Registration 

nira;Jr r objection! to the Registration Act as 

'''oloria; the chief defects poinfed out, Slmdwell 
together with further sug- 

fBi I Kegi^'refion A«, TOnteZey I215, 52,6 Draft of 

a Bill to amend the law respecting the registration of voters, App. 361. 

Rent-charges 

I. Rvils arising from the facilities with which Rent-charges may be obtained. 

II. Oyeimtions of the League with respect to Reni-charqes qeiierallv : faciMes. 

c^fforded by them to parties for procuring them. 

Operations of the League with respect to them in particular Counties. 

1. North Cheshire. 

2. Middlesex. 

3. East Sussex. 

4. York (West Riding). 

1. Evils - 
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Rent-charges — continued. 

I. Evils arising frirm the facilities with which Rent-charges mag be obtained 
Facilities existing for creating votes by a system of granting rent-charges to the amoant 
of40s., and ot splitting tip property into small freeholds of that valu?, Rep. iii-—_It 
would be injurious to tSe interests of the Uni fide resident voters of the codntv if thev 
were to be overborne and outnumbered by persons creating voles in tlie shape of rent- 
charges yfjrall 2862-28S6-— Respect in which it would be mischievous that pro- 
“'““'““S rent-charges for the purpose of giving votes 

lb. 2888-2894- nistiiiclion witness draws between a person purchasing propertv for’ 

the purpose of creating voles, and purchasing it bona, fide as an investufent, the vote 

being a mere incident to it, ib. 2919-2942 Rent-charges should be done away with 

altogether, Tow-mend 4093-4096. 4241-4246 Principal abuses arising out of the 

system rent-charges, Whateley 5331-5337. ' 



II. Operations of the League with respect to Rent-charges generally ; facilities afforded 
by them to parties for procuring them. 

Extent to which the purchase of freeholds for granting rent-charges for the purchase of 
votes was c^ri^ on in the year 1845; it was supposed to amount to about half a million 

or money, Wilson 3491 No portion of the League fund has been applied to the 

purchase of these votes ; explanation as to the mode in which the money of the League 

IS voted, 3492-3497 How far money has been deposited by parties with the a«xeuts 

of the League for the purpose of procuring voles, i&, 3498-3500. 3504-3506. 3508-3514 

n itness IS not avrare of there being any actual fund in any place whatever under 

the control of the agents of the League, ib. 3515, 3516 In the case of a party being 

desirous of purchasing u qualification from one of the agents of the Leaguein the county* 
the qualification would not be purchased without the money required'’being paid down 

by the pariy, ib. 3517-3523 R’ an agent were to procure a qualification 'without first 

receiving the money, he would do it suo periculo, ib. 3524, 3525. 

Sums of money have been paid lo witness (employed in the office of the Anti-Corn 
Law League) for the purchase of qualifications in several counties ; these counties 

enumerated, Paxdton 3720 When sums of money have been paid into Mr, /ames’s 

hands, he has paid it over to witness, as well as the money paid to all other parties in 

the office, ib. 3721, 3722 How far witness has an account of the monies so received. 

by him j to each party paying either by check or cash, a receipt is given, ib. 3723 

These monies are paid into the hands of the bankers, Messrs. Drewitt & Fowler, ib. 

3724. 3725: 3755 » 3756 These simis are not exactly paid to a general fund for the 

purchase of voles, ii. 3726 Each individual who applies for the purchase of a vote 

for any county pays such a sum as will be adequate to the purpose, ib. 3727. 

The whole of the purchase-money is defrayed by the parly to whom the vote is con- 
veyed, including the cost of the conveyance, PaMZ^o^^ 3727-3731 ^The sum differs 

in various counties, 2*/i. 3730 The sort of qualification which a party can acquire for 

497, is a rent-charge, ii. 3732, 373$ Nature of the assistance which parlies expect 

when they apply to the League office to purchase a qualification, 3741 The 

attornies employed for this purpose are not paid out of the general fund of the League, 

ib. No party assistance at all from the League fund is afforded for the purchase 

of these votes, ib, 3742 Nearly 2o,oooZ. have passed through witness’s hands for the 

purchase of these qualifications in the month of January, ih. 3747, 3748. 

Parties frequently apply to the League office for the purpose of information respecting 

the purchase of votes for counties. Said 3759 These parties pay money to witness or 

Mr. Paulton or Mr. James for that purpose, but more frequently to witness, ib. 

Witness pays the money into the hands of Messrs Drewiit & Fowler, and after that, 

he has nothing more to do with ir, ih. 3760-3764 No one but Mr. Paulton is autho- 

I’ized to draw upon this fund, ih. 3762, 3763 No money is paid in by any body to any 

general fund for the purpose of purchasing qualifications, ib. 3765. 

Witness has frequently received money from Mr. James that has been paid into his 

hands for iliis purpose, Saul 3769, 3770 Witness pays it into the banker’s hands, ib. 

3770 Witness is not cognizant of the mode in which the money is applied, ib. 3771 

There is no other account of the League at Prewitt Sc Fowisx’s but the money paid 

for the purchase of qualifications; they are not the bankers to tlie League generally, ib. 

3772-3730. 



III. Operations of the League with respect to them in particular Counties. 

1 . North Cheshire. 

Particulars respecting a case on one of the lists in which there were the names of 15 
or i6 parties claiming in respect of freehold rent-charges out of the property of the 
George lun at Kuutsford, George Cornwall Leigh, esq., being the owner, G. Wilson 

3282 et seq. These parties were objected to by the League, and the names struck off,?Z». 

3282 The parties then applied lo barrister for a case to go before the Common Pleas; 

case which he granted ; the case did not go before the Court of Common Pleas as the 
parties refused lo go on, ih. 3282-3284. 
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Rej^T-CHARGES : — ni. Opei-atiom of the League loith respect to them^ ^c. — continued. 

2. Middlesex. 

Way in which, and neighbourhoods in which, rent-charges have been created in the 

county of Middlesex, James 317S-3230. 3256-5259 Particulars respecting some 

property in the parish of St. George, Hanover-square, which has been used by the League 
for the purpose of giving qualifications, 16.3801—3^*^5 — 'List of the names of the pereons 
whose qualifications rest upon this property, 16.3802 Further instances of qualifi- 
cations cut out of properties in a similar manner, ib. 3806 et scq. Instances in the 

parish of Isleworth; names of the parties qualifying; an objection was taken to these 
daicns, but the names were allowed to remain on the list, ih. 3S06-3810. 

3 . Fast Sussex. 

Particulars respecting the purchase of a freehold property at Brighton by Mr. James to- 
wards the latter end of January 1846, for the purpose of creating rent-charges ; number of 
rent-charges which were created upon this freehold ; witness’s belief was, that it was clone 

on behalf of the Anti-Corn Law League, Maiijield 2774-2808 Mr. Cobden, the 

Member for Stockport, was one of the parties in whose favour these rent-charges were 

created, il/an/wZrf 2788-2792 ; FcjtuZ/ 2826-2830 This system of purchase for the 

purpose of creating votes or rent-charges has not been extensively pursued in the neigh- 
bourhood of Brighton, 2S00-2802 ; Fe/-m^/28i2-2832. 2835-2850. 2854-2858 

From the conversations witness has had with Mr, James, he has always understood 

him to be acting for the Anti-Corn Law League, Verrall 2833, 2834. 2S51-2853 — ■ — 
The annual amount of the rent-charge was 40 s. in each case, ib. 2S59. 

There is no doubt ihat the transaction which took place between Mr. Manfield and 
Mr. James was with a view of multiplying votes iu tlie county, Ve 7 'rall 2914-2018— — 
Witness negotiated the purchase of a house iVoin Mr. Manfield in January 1846; particulars 
respecting this purchase, and the creation of 18 rent-charges out of it, Lames 2949-2962. 

3244-3249 ^Witness negotiated this purchase as general agent of the League, and of 

his own accord ; he had no instructions on the subject; way in which the circumstance 
arose, ib. 2953-2962 Previously to witness’s going to Brighton he had satisfied him- 

self that there were iS persons in bis books who were desirous of possessing a freehold 

qualification for Sussex, ib. 3082 This purchase was made with tlie declared object of 

obtaining qualifications as voters; no investment was iuteiuletl, ib. 3089-3092 List of 

the parties who were enfranchised, ih. 3244-3249. 

4 . York (West Hiding). 

Mr.Robinson did not prove the payment of the whole of the consideration-money, he 
proved the general payment, and the barrister infened tlic other part, ./-i/carrmfier 4763,4764 

-Statement made by Mr. llobiiison tliat the money ivns paid over to the vendors ; lie 

denied the payment of it to the AiuL-Com Law League, *6. 4765-4767 Particulars 

of other cases of a similar description ; case of Shaw; mode iu svhich the transaction 
was conducted, ib. 4774-4781 Case of the creaiiou of 10 votes in res|)eet of a pro- 
perty, Crosslancl Moor; nature of this transaction, ib. 4782-4786 Similar oases of 

the creation of votes in the Bradford polling district, ih. 4787 In one case there were 

47 individuals who claimed to vole in respect of some freehold houses, none of whom 
resided in the county of York, ib. 

Witness does hot know the amount of purchase-money in this case; when the principle 
was laid down by the barrister that the Splitting Act did not apply, tiie oases were uot gone 

into, Alexander 4788-4791 About iyi.83 voters were put on the register on the Liberal 

side by these transactions, i6. 4792-4798 Particulars respecting a number of quali- 

fications being purchased on the property of a Mr. Shaw, and on the property of a 
Mr. Crossland of Huddersfield; bow far the parties qualifying paid the purchase-money 

themselves; class of persons qualified, iVeraman. 4935-4946. 5029-5043. 5068-5091 

Evidence respecting a batch of votes ibat were thrown over on account of some suspicion 

attaching to the conveyance of them, ib. 4954-4957. 4967 How far rent-charges 

have been created by Protection Societies or Conservative Societies, ib. 5044. 

See also Abercorn, Marquis of. Anti-Corn Law League. Creation of Votes. Election 
Influence. Forty Shilling Freeholds. Qualifications. Small Freeholds. 

Residences of Voters. Claimants to be registered should insert the post-town of their 

place of abode in the notices of claim, Rep. vi. Ojiinions entertained by barristers 

as to the power of correcting the residence of parties on the register without an objec- 
tion being made, James 3111-3115. 

See also Descriptions on the Register. Misdescriptions. Numbers of Houses. 
Revising Barristeiis : 

1. Generally, their qtowers ; mode of conducting business, ^c. 

2. Objections to the mode in which they are paid. 

1. Generally, their powers ) mode of conducting business, ^c. 

Suggestion that the power of the revising barrister as to giving costs should reroain as 

it is under the 46th section of the 6 & 7 Viet., c. 1 8, except that the amount which is not 
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REVJSUiG JBAEliiSTEliS : — 1. Generally \ their powers, Sfc. — continued. 

to be cxceetled sliull be fixed at the sum of 40 s. instead of 20 s., Rep. viii. The revising 

barristers are as respectable and bonourab!e men as can be met with, Wibnot 450 

■Witness does not complain of the barristers, but of the law ; the kw needs amendment, i&., 

45i> 452 Power of the revising barrister under the 40th section of the Act, Kymiersley 

86 i“St)6 Under the Reform Act the revising barrister was restrained from going into 

any objection that did not appear in the objected list, James 3163 This is not 

the case under the Registration of "Voters Act, ib. This alteration might be the 

means of screening a party from a proper objection by the connivance of the overseer, 
26. 3164. 

Great difi'ercnce of opinion and decisions among the revising barristers; their deci- 
sions have been more uniform of late, Payne 3886 There Is no particular rule as to 

the course pursued by the revising banister in going through the objectious, Burnaby 

goge^ tiow' far it might be desirable to empower the revismg hanister, in the first 

instance, to examine tiie list with the overseer as to the existence of the same qualifi- 
cation, or the continued existence of the party, ii. 3996-4008 It would not be 

expedient that the revising barrister should go through the register, reading aloud each 

name, and asking the overseer for information on certain points, Newman 5199 It 

would be dangerous to trust to the overseer in that manner, ih. 5 '^ 99 ~ 5 ~^ 5 ’ 

2. Objections lo the mode in which they are paid. 

It is very desirable that some alterations should be made in the mode ol remunerating 

revisin*^ barristers. Rep. viii. It would be better to pay the revising barristers by the 

day, as“t hey were paid formerly, than by the job, as they are now paid, Baxter 45p4" 

It is a bad thing to have the revising barristers paid as at present by the job, 

instead of by the day ; they hurry over the business, Newman 5196-5198 Alteration 

proposed in the system by which the revising barristers are paid ; it would be a better 
thin'*' to pay them according to the time occupied, Whateley 5251, 5252- 

See also Amending Claims. Costs. Deposit for Costs. Misdescriptions. Notices 
of Objection. Objections. Overseers. Registraiion Courts. 

Revision of the Register. Wilhont a revision, the law would be very imperfect, Wilmot 453- 

Richmond, Dvhe of. Interest taken in the Sussex Agricultural Protection Society by the 
Duke of Richmond ; evidence as to his attendance at the meeting of the society, 

Dempster 5620. 5625-6 Further evidence as to the attendance of the Duke ot 

Richmond at the meetings of the society, ih. 5662-5666. 

See also 5«ssea: Agricultural Protectixm Society. 



s. 

Saul Alfred Zcnch. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Is employed in the office of the Anii- 
Corn law League- act. aa secr.my anti cashier, 37^, 3758 — Pan, es 
apply for information as 10 the possibility of acqairiug the franchise in different couMies, 
and pay money to witness, or Mr. Paulton or Mr. James for that patpo , 

taqnen^l, to Witness, 3759 Witness pays the money tnlo ‘ « ^aads c M ss^ . 

Drewilt & Fowler, and after that he has nothing more to do wuhit, no one but mr. 
Paulton is authorized to draw upon this fund 3760-3764 

body to any general fund for the purpose of parchasing qaaHacations, 3705 J; 
dent sum il always paid if the parties wish to acquire ® ’ p™ 

I.eneiallv paid 3766-3763 Witness has Irequently received money from Mi. James 

that has heen’?aid inlo\is hands for the 

Pfmfk o-jfio ‘A7-0 "Witness is not cognizant of the mode m whicb tire money is 

.pSef 37^^ other account at Drewitt & Fowler’s but the money paid 

fo^the’pmchaseof qualifications for votes; they are not the banheis to the League 

generally, 3772-3760- 

Security for Costs. One main alrase of the law is fte want of security for costs m cases 
of frivolous and vexatious objections ; instances, Whateley 4 19. rppistration of 

Clause proposed in the Draft Bill lor amending the law respecting the registration ot 
voters, that objectors shall find security for costs, App. 304. 

See also Costs. Deposit for Costs. 



Service 



0.41, 



OF Notices- 

I. Gener'ally. 

II. In particular Counties. 

1. South Cheshire. 

2. South Leicester. 

III. Particulars respecting the a very large number of hotices at th 

Manchester Post-office. j Generally- 

3 F 2 
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Service of N'otices — continued. 

I. Generally. 

The present Act of 6&7 Viet., c. 18, has facilitated the serving of objections, by 

enabling persons to object through the post, Kynnersley 975 Improvement suggested 

in the registration with respect to serving objections, Passman 1305-1315. 

II. In particular Counties. 

1. South Cheshire. 

Statement as to what took place in the Congleton district in regard to the service of 

notices of objection, J. Wilson 1683 et seq. Cases which the barrister overruled in 

consequence of the notices being served too late ; the Court of Common Pleas has since 

decided that these notices were not too late, Jea/cins 1897-1899 Observations upon the 

evidence of Mr. Jenkins with respect to the service of notices of objections by ihe 
League in South Cheshire, G. Wilson 3399, 3400. 

2. South Leicester. 

The majority of the notices were posted at Leicester, Macaulay 2504-2506. 

III. Particulars respecting the posting a very large nurnher of Notices at the Man- 

chester Post-ojfice. 

Particulars as to the number of notices received on the 2ist, 2 2d and 23d August at 
the Manchester post-office; they are presented open; there are sometimes three copies 
and sometimes two ; the postmaster has to compare the duplicate with the one stamped 

and sent, Willock 1399-1409. 1421. 1536-1549 Specimens produced before the 

Committee, showing the form in which they were presented to the office, and to which 
■witness strongly objected on seeing them ; trouble which was given by the mode in -which 

they were presented, 1410-1413. 1419 Statement made by Mr. Acland, that he 

had done it for the convenience of the office, and in conformity with the Act of Parliament, 

ih. 1414, 1415. 1420 They have never been received in this form before; this 

mode of sending them increased the labours considerably, they had to be cut and folded, 

ih. 1416-1419 Punher particulars as to the receiving of the notices and the stamping 

• of them; numbers despatched on each day between the 21st and 25th August, both 

inclusive, ib. 1421-1535 They bore the stamp of the date at which they were 

received, but not of the day on which they were despatched ; they wore not ail despatched 
on the day they were received ; the extraordinary influx of these notices was the cause 

of this delay, ih. No notice was received beforehand that this influx was coming in, 

ib. 1541. 

Some of these notices were so incorrectly directed that they could not be despatched, 

they were without any post-town upon them, Willock 1542, 1543 M^’iih regard to the 

stamping these notices, it is the duty of the clerk to look at the notice, and ascertain that 
the person’s name for whom it is intended is identical in the duplicate with that upon the 

notice which is forwarded, ih. 1546 If they do not correspond, tliey are put on one 

side, aud the attention of the party who delivered them called to them, ih, 1547-1549 

Further evidence as to the posting of these notices; nearly the whole of them, 

amomuing to 23,000, were posted by Mr. Acland, ih. 1560-1566. 

Mode in which the authorities atthe post-office act when they find any directed merely 
to country villages without post-towns, so as to leave them at a loss where to send, Willoch 
1569 They are frequently addressed to the name of the farm, without naming the 
post-lo-wn, and frequemijr to a township, without naming either the county or the post- 
town, ib. Those notices not distributed are not stamped equally with those sent 
out; they are examined before the stamp is put on, ib. 1570-1 573-^- — A letter, the direc- 
tion of which is so uncertain as not to enable the auiljorities to find it, is returned 
unstamped, ih. 1573-1575. 

P^ticulars respecting the arrival of a large number of objections which passed through 

the Birmingham post-office; they came from Manchester, Gotiwaltz 1576-1634 

Many of those that arrived late were signed by a Leek man of the name of Davenport, 

but were transmitted from Manchester, Nall 1632-1634. 1657-1663. 1669-1671 

Fuither evidence ns to the late period at which some of these notices were received, ih. 
1650-1653. 1664-1668. 

Shadtoellt lanceloi. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Witness was j'evising barrister for Mid- 
dlesex in 1844 and 1845, and also revised it in 1838 ; 4265, 4266 There are some 

objections to the Registration Act as altered by the i8ih chapter of the 6th Victoria; 

the chief defects pointed out, 4267 et seq. There are too great facilities for frivolous 

objections, 4268—- The 100th section of the last Act gives a very great facility to per- 
sons to object without any reason, ih. Way in whicii they may object, and get a 

person disfranchised without the voter knowing any thing of the matter, 426S, 4269 

^ j be sent through the post, and the Court of Common Pleas has 

ruled, that if posted on the day required by the Act, it shall not be merely primd facie 
evidence, but conclusive evidence, not to be rebutted by the party proving that the notice 

- never 
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Skadwell, Lancelot. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 

never reached him; alteration suggested on this subject, 4269-4271 It would be 

advisable to compel the objector to make asoiemn declaration, and attach it to the notice, 
that he believed there was good ground of objection; and render himself liable tO' the 
consequence of perjury, in me event of its not being true, 4271-4280. 

In the case where a party has once proved his qualification, the objector should have 
the onus of proving that the voter had parted with his qualification, except in the case 

of the overseers’ objections, 4281-4285 A number of objections have been made 

before witness, merely for the purpose of amending the description; way in which wit- 
ness has dealt with them, 4286, 4287 If any alteration has been made in the register, 

it has not been the practice] to give costs, 4287-4289 Tlie revising barrister has no 

power to alter the description of the qualification, 4289 They nave the power to 

alter a misdescription of name and residence ; what is called misdescription in tlie fourth 
column ; this has always been done ; the votes have very seldom been struck off, 4 ^ 9 ^~ 
^292 ^The revising barrister has the power of amending the description of the quali- 

fication, if it is merely for the purpose of making the description more clear, 4293— ■■ - 
Description of objections in which witness has usually allowed costs, 4294. 

Witness does not bold it necessary that the voter himself should appear to maintain 

his claim if objected to, 4295 But witness holds it necessary that his agent should 

prove that he was so employed by him, 4296-4298 It is desirable that the power of 

objecting in minor points, not affecting the real qualification, should be restrained, 4299 

It would be useful to requite a person serving a notice of objection to state under 

what column he made his objection, whether on the ground of misdescription or other- 
wise, 4300-4307 When witness's attention has been called to errors in description, 

he has been in the habit of amending them, without objections being brought before 

•him, 4308-4314 Costs as they now stand are very little protection against frivolous 

objections, 4315 It would be expedient to increase- the power of the revising bar- 

rister in awarding costs, 4316, 4317 — —The claimant should make a declaration that he 
has good grounds for claiming to vote, such declaration to be sent to the clerk of tlie 

peace, 4318-4320. 4324 As the law now stands, there is no check whatever to fictitious 

claims, 4321-4323. 4325-4328 Very few ficticious claims have come before witness; 

what has rather struck him has been the great readiness to make groundless objections, 
4329-4337 Suggestions with a view to preventing frivolous and vexatio'os objections. 



4337 - 

Signature of Ohjections. Evidence as to the service of a very large number of inchs- 
criroinate notices of objection in August 1845, in the parishes of Birmingham and 
Aston-juxta-Birmingham ; the notices had all one signature, that of a man of the name 
of William Worthington, though it was afterwards proved that they were not all signed 
by him, and were consequently .declared to be illegal; many of them were signed by a 

man named Benjamin Stafford, in Worthington’s name, Whateley 4 et seq. Reasons 

why no criminal proceedings were taken, either against the party who swore falsely that 
he signed those notices in iforth Warwick, or the party who was proved to have used the 
name of the otlier person, ih. 38-40. • -o- - u 

Evidence respecting a number of notices at the revision of votes m Birmingham, pur- 
porting to be signed by a person of the name of Worthington, botwhi^ were proved 
to have been signed by a man named Stafford, Hebbert 507^564- Oath taken by 
Worthington that the objections were signed by himself^- tttough subsequently Stafford 

swore they were signed by him, ib. 690-693 Irregularity of the signature of many 

•of the objections in Nonh Stafford served by Davenport; they were signed for lum by 

his son, Passman 1193-1196 Evidence with respect to the universal signature to the 

obiections in South Cheshire, of the names of two objeciors-gen^ , »amuel Hicton, ot 
Rood-lane, Congleton, and Abraham Goodwin, of Sandbach, J . Wilson 1084. 1690-1701 

All the objections which came from Manchester, and which were all objections to 

Conservative votes, were signed by one or other of these parties, ib. 1686-1090 
Witness has attended to the registration for three years, and each time a dinerent 
neighbour of his has signed the objections, ib. 1780. 

Small Freeholds. Facilities existing for creating votes by a system of granting rent-clmrges 
to the amount of 40 s., and of splitting up property into small Ireeholds of that value, 

Jler,. in Increase in the number of claims made for votes in respect of small properties, 

Doxfer 4346 In the year 1845 particularly, there has sprung up a system of creating 

votes by small freeholds, Alexander 4735, 4736 - 
See also Forty Shilling Freeholds. JRent-charges. 

Smith, William Taylor. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Resides at Brereton 

Rudgelev, Staffordshire ; has been registration agent to the West Bromley district, 990, 

QQi.f ^Particulars respecting a large number of objections made on the part of a man 

of the name of Davenport, at the last registration in the district; at least one-half weie 
struck off on account of the parties not appearing to substantiate their claims, 992--ioi2. 

1040-1053 Active part taken by the League in connexion with these objections, 

parties who appeared in the registration court on behalf of the League, 

0.41. 3 I’ 3 
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Smith, William Tai/lcn-. (Analysis of bis Ev\deoce)~continued. 

Small number of cases in wbicb costs were ailcwed ; grounds upon winch they were 
refused, 1030-1048. 1054-1065 Witness was connected vvilh the Conservative Asso- 

ciation, and appeared in the registration courts to defend the votes of the Conservatives, 

1066-1072 Way inwhich/arid grounds on which, the Conservative Association served 

notices of objection to votes, why tiie publication of the list ought 

not to be confided to the parish overseer ; it should be given to a paid officer, 1089-1098 
The discretion given to the barrister with respect to costs is too wide, 1098-1 102. 

Sneyd, Mr. Ralph. Case of the name of Mr. Ralph Sneyd, of Keele Hall, appearing 12 
times on the register for North Stafford ; difficulties in the way of the revising barrister’s 
inquiring as lo dead men, G. Wilson 3293. 

Splitting Act. Suggestions that the operation of the Act of 7 Sc 8 Will. 3, c. 25, s. 7, 
commonly called the Splitting Act, should be extended to all conveyances, grants, con- 
tracts or holdings made or given by the same party, out of the same leuenient, for the 
purpose of multiplying voices in an election, notwithstanding that such conveyances shall 

have been made bona fide, Rep. vi. The law has considered that buying land, and 

subdividing it for the purpose merely of acquiring a vote, is an operation to be dis- 
couraged, Faulkner 2761, 2762 Witness’s attention has not been much called to the 

provisions of the Splitting Act, as it is commonly called; nor is he cognizant of the 
decisions which have recently been given in the Court of Common Pleas upon the 

subject, TerraZZ 2860, 2861 It is die opinion of some of the revising barristers, that 

the Registration Act has supplanted the Splitting Act, Payne 3891-3895 It would 

not be at all objectionable to revise the power of the Splitting Act, ih. 3896. 

It would be e.vpedienr. that not more than three or six persons should qualify for the 
same tenement, or the different parts of the same farm, however large, Townsend 

4089. 4104-4111 Itwould be expedient to re-enact the Splitting Act; since the 

decision of the Court of Common Pleas, it may be considered tliat the Splitting Act is 
repealed, ib. 4090-4092. 4239,4240— By a recent division of the Court of Common 
Pleas, it has been settled that ihe Splitting Act does not apply to a subdivision of pro- 
perty, allhough for the sole purpose of making votes, where consideration-money passes, 

Baxter 4597 It would be advisable to extend the operation of this Act so as to 

prevent this, il>. 4598-4600 — —Difficulty in the way of revising the powers of the 

Splitting Act, Whateley 5326, 5327 The Splitting Act which was formed with great 

care has failed in its operation, ib. 5326. 

Stafford, Benjamin. See Signature to Objections. 

Staffordshire, North. Course of proceedings in the revising barrister’s court in North 

Staffordshire, Patman 1152-1155 Evidence respecting the notices of objection 

served by the Conservative party in North Staffordshire, and as to the employment of 
objectors; course adopted by the Conservative Association in revising the register, ih. 

1197-1217 The system of wholesale objections is quite a novelty in Staffordshire; 

It never existed before, either on one side or the other, ib. 1218-1220 Evidence as to 

the objections made formerly to votes by the Conservative party in North Stafford, 
and also as to ihe Whig system of objecting to votes; the system of objections pursued 

by the League is a totally new system, 1250-1267 Further evidence as to the 

notices of objection served by Davenport, and as to the late delivery of many of them, 

ib. 1274-1304 Number of votes struck off the register in consequence of the non- 

aitendanceof the claimants, ib. 1330-1347- Instances showing the state of the register 

in North Stafford, G. Wilson 32S5-3287. 

Staffordshire, South. The register was in acorrect state in 1844, previously to the attack 

made upon it by the League, Hiern 3 362 Since this attack, a number of votes have 

been struck of? which ought to have remained on the register, ib. 1363-1381. 

Swiderlarid JElection. How far Colonel Thompson was supported by the League in the 
late election for Sunderland; evidence as to how far the expenses were paid by the 

League, G. Wilson 3518, 3519. 3531-3541 Objectiou expressed by witness to state 

the amount of the expenses incurred by the League at the Sunderland election, he 
having previously stated that none of the election expenses were paid bv the League, 
ib . 3557-3562. 

Support of Claims. It might be advisable to give the party objected to the power of giving 
notice by post that lie does not intend to support his claim, Whateley 205, 206. 

Surrey. See Building Societies. 

Sussex Agricultural Protection Society. This society was formed in opposition to the 
Anii-Com Law League, for maintaining the protection of agriculture, Burrell 5339 “; 53+2 

Dale of the formation of this society; witness was appointed secretary immediately 

after the first meeting; Mr. John Ellman presided; the Duke of Richmond was elected 
president, i&. 5343-5348 Objects of this society; they have not as yet interfered 
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Title Deeds. It is not the practice of revising barristers to call for title-deeds ; it has. 
always been thought an evil to be guarded against, Payne 3885. 

Titles to Qualification. Considerable difficulty arises in counties in making out claims from 

the variety of titles to property, Payne 3880 And also in persons proving the precise 

qualification they put taemselves upon the list for, ib. 3880, 3881. 

Toimsend, William Charles. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Revising barrister in South 

Cheshire; has been engaged 11 years in revising, 4068, 4069 Suggestions for the 

improvement of the Registration Act, 4070 et seq.—~ — Large number orobjections made 
in the last revision for South Cheshire, nearly the whole of which fell to the ground in 
consequence of the illegal manner in which the notices were signed, the party objectino- 
a man of the name of Hicton, having employed his sons to sign for him ; small propor- 
tion of objections which were made good, 4070-4073 When a party has once proved 

his qualification, the onus should be upon the objector; he should prove the affirmative 

that the voter has parted with liis qualification, 4073-4077. 4082-4088. 4234-4238 

It is a very great hardship that when a voter has once proved his qualification he should 
have to come year after year to re-prove it, ih. It is in the power of the revising bar- 

rister to inquire into the authority upon which an agent acts for a voter whose claim he 

may appear to defend or attack, but it is not usually done, 4078, 4079 Inadequate 

power the revising barristers have at present with regard to awarding costs, 4080, 4081 

It would be expedient that not more than three or six persons should qualify for the 

same tenement, or the different parts of the same farm, however large, 4088, 4080.. 
4104-4111. 

It would be expedient to re-enact the Splitting Act; since the decision of the Court of 
Common Pleas it may be considered that the Splitting Act is repealed, 4090-4092.4239 

4240 Rent-charges should be done away with altogether, 4093-4096. 4241-4246 

Doubts as to whether the present power of objecting is not too wide ; suggestions 

on the subject, 4097-4103 It would be expedient that the revising barrister should 

have the power of examining whether a claim is honaf.de or not, and of seeing whether 

the. claims are signed by the proper parties or by their authority, 4111, 4112 The 

claimant is not in all cases required to attend before the revising barrister to establish his 

claim; cases in which they should be so required to attend, 4113-4118 Further 

evidence as to the wholesale and frivolous objections taken at the last revision for South 
Cheshire, and as to their falling to the ground from the illegality of the signatures; also 

evidence as to the award of costs in some of these cases, 4119-4133 Witness amended 

the description in a few of the cases of objection ; these were merely so as to identify 
the property, and not affecting the nature of the qualification, 4134-4157. 

Objections were also made by another person besides Hicton, by a man of the name of 

Abranani Goodwin, 4158 Many of his objections were good objections, they were all 

legally signed, 4169 ' — -Witness heard all his 'objections till costs were refused to be paid 
upon Hicton’s objections ; reasons for witness then refusing to hear any more of Good- 
win s objections ; it was admitted in court by the agents of the League that these parties 

were both employed by the League, 4160-4196. 4230-4233 Evidence as to how far 

the objections made by Goodwin might have been substantiated, and the votes struck off, 
if they had been heard instead of being quashed upon the refusal of Hicton and the 

League to pay costs, 4201-4221 Further evidence as to the nature of the amendments 

made by witness in the register for South Cheshire, and as to how far he altered the 

nature of the qualification in some of the cases of amendment, 4207-4221. 4223-4225 

Form witness goes through when he changes the nature of the qualification, 4222 

Ihe oveiseeis are the only persons trusted to to object to the claims sent in ; the 

revising barrister ought to have more power to inquire into them, 4226, 4237 In the 

case where notices of objection come too late, it comes to a question of jurisdiction 
or costs, 4228, 4229—- Evidence as to witness’s refusal to go into the objections when 
the notices came too late, 4247-4264. 

u. 

Xfniversal Suffrage. If there were universal suffrage there could be no question as to 

qualihcation, Macaulay 2628 A question might be raised as to the identity of the per- 

sbn relative to qualification, ib. 2029, 2630. 



V. 

(Analysis of his Evideuce.) Solicitor at Brighton ; a member of the firm 
ot Upperton Verrall & Vesev ; were solicitors to Mr. William Manfield, 2809-2811 
t'articulars respecting the negotiation for the purchase of a freehold property 
elongmg to Mr. William Manfield by a Mr. Janies; also particulars respecting the 
rent-charges which were created on this property ; names of the parties in whose favour 
le rent-chai-ges were made; Mr. Cobden, the member for Stockport, was one, 2812- 
2835-2849- From tlie conversations witness has had witli Mr. James, be has 

always un^rstood him to be acting for the Anti-Corn Law League, 2833, 2834. 2851- 

2053 Witness lias no reason to believe that this svstem of creating rent-charges has 

been carried to any extent in the neighbourhood of Brighton, 2850. 2854-2858 Tlie 

annual amount of the jeni-cbaige was 40s. in each case, 2859 Witness’s attention 

«as not been much called to the provisions of the Splitting Act, as it is commonly 

called ; 
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Verrall, Henry. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 

called ; nor is he cognizant of the decisions which have recently been given in tlie Coui t 

of Common Pleas upon the subject, 2860, 2861 It would be injurious to ilie interests 

of the bon& fide resident voters of the county if they were to be overborne and out- 
numbered by persons procuring freeholds in the manner above described, 2862-2886. 

In East Sussex, with the exception of Brighton, the voters are chiefly what may be 
termed landowners or occupiers of land, to the amount of 50 Z. a year, 2887. 2895-2898. 

2003-2908 Respect in which it would be mischievous that property should be split 

up in making small rent-charges for the purpose of giving votes, 2888-2S94 i'he 

qualification is not too low, provided it be a bona fide qimlification ; explanation as to tlie 

meaning witness gives to a bond fide qualification, 2890. 2899-2902 Wiiness ha.s 

never known an instance of great proprietors creaiing votes for the purpose of conferring 

the franchise upon their tenants or people whom they can control, 2909-2913 There 

is no doubt that the transaction which took place between Mr. Manfield and Mr. 

James was with a view of multiplying votes in the county, 2914-2918 Distinction 

witness draws between a person purchasing properly for ihe purpose of creating votes, 
and purchasing it bona fide as an investment, the vote being a mere incident to it, 
2919-2042. 

W. 

Warwick, North. See Anti-Corn Law League, II. 6. Conaervative Associations. Costs, 
V. 7. Frivolous and vexatious Objections, II 5. Non-resident Voters. Objections, II. 8. 
Withdrawal of Objections. 

Whateley, George. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Solicitor, practising at Birmingham ; has 
been employed in the system of registration; has taken it np in North Warwickshire 
since the passing of the Reform Act, and has paid a great deal of attention to the 
subject ; was cognizant of the state of the law as it existed before the alteration in it in 

1843, and subsequently, 2 This alteration has amended the practice in some respects, 

but was far from being efficient ; the law is still capable of great amendment, 3 State- 

ment of the abuses of the existing law which have come under witness’s observation, 

4 et seq. Evidence as to the service of a very large number of indiscriminate notices of 

objection in August 1845 in the parishes of Binningham and Aston-iuxla-Birminghnm ; 
the notices had all one signature, that of a man of the name of William Worthington, 
though it was afterwards proved that they were not all signed by him, and were conse- 
quently declared to be illegal; many of them were signed by a man named Ben- 
jamin SlafFord, in Worthingtou’s name, 4 et seq. One main abuse is the facility 

which the present state of the law affords of serving indiscriminate notices of objection 
on large numbers of voters, and the want of security for costs incases ol vexatious and 
frivolous objecti«)Ds ; instances, 4-19. 

The onus in the revising barrister’s court is thrown upon the voter to prove his vote ; 
therefore, if a party gives no proof in support of his vole after the notice of objection 
is established, the vote is struck off, 20-22 Instances of voters appearing \o invali- 

date the notice of objection losing their costs; strange ground oh which they have 

done this, 23-31 Wlien the invalid notices were brought to the attention of the 

revising barrister, the objector appeared; way in which the barrister got over tlie clause 

in the Act of Rarliameot with respect to the payment of costs, 32-37 Reasons why 

no criminal proceedings were taken either against the party who swore falsely that 
he signed these notices, or the party who was proved to liave used the name ol the 
other person, 38-40. 

The mere fact of the notice of objection being served ought to be sufficient to 
entitle the party, the objector not appearing, to an order for costs against that person, 
leaving it to the party objected to to execute tluit order upon the right person at his 

peril, 41-45 proper rule would be, that the mere fact of the production of the 

notice of objection by the party objected to, the objector not appearing, ougiit to 
him to an order for costs against the person whosi^ name is signed to that notice, tii. 

The revising barrister ouglit not to be limited m the amount of costs which he 

could grant; their decisions on the question of costs are without appeal, 40-51 - 

Several hundred objections have been taken to votes io the parish of Birmingham and 
Aston-juxla-Birmingham ; number signed by Worthington, and number btafford was 
authorized by him to sign, 52-54. 

Witness has reason to believe that the objections signed by Stafford were not good 
obiections, 55 There were many instances in which witness had previously substan- 

tiated the votes; in every case in which the voter was in attendance witness proved ms 

vote upon the merits, 55-60 Witness obtained costs in very few instances, 01-69 

—— Class of objections which witness includes under the head of vexatious objec- 
tions, 70, 71 It would give rise to a great many ficmious votes it the law did 

not require that there should bean intelligible description of the place of abode, and the 

nature of the qualification, 72 It is desirable that there should be no ficmious votes 

upon the register; it is not doing a public service to object to 200 or 300 voters whose 
qualifications are notorious, merely because the number of the house is omit led, 74, y . 
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Whateley, George. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 

How far wiLness has himself objected to votes; classes of votes to which witness has 
objected; witness was in connexion with the Loyal and Constitutional Association of 
Birtniagham at the time of making these objections; all witness's services in the regis- 
tration cause have been volunteered on public grounds, without any payment whatever, 

yb-Sg. 95-09. 113 et seq. Manner in which witness was employed at the last 

regisuai!on”in North Warwickshire to defend the votes which had been objected to, 

QO-92 Witness is aware that petitions have been presented tothe House of Commons, 

complaining of a system of frivolous and vexatious objections, but has not signed any 

such petitions himself, 100, 101 Distinction witness draws between the objections 

he made upon the part of the Loyal and Constitutional Association of Birminglmra, and 
which were ruled not to be good objections by the barrister, and the objections now 

called fraudulent and vexatious made by other parties, 102-112 Evidence in frivour of 

the establisliment of associations for the protection of voters from frivolous objections, 

113-126 Further evidence as to the number of objections signed by Woribingion 

in the parishes of Birmingham and Aston-juxta-Birmingham ; proportion of the whole 
number which carried costs, 127-139. 

A great number of the objections signed by Stafford were heard, 140 When it 

was discovered that Siaffurd hurl signetl for Worthington, and that the notices were 
illegal, almost all of them were withdrawn ; it was then decided liiat the parties objected 

to were not entitled to costs, 141-144 Explanation ns to what witness considers n 

vexatious or fraudulent objection, 145-1 60 No other than a person on the register 

can object to a vote, 161 Reason why witness would call it fraudulent, if a person 

on the register employs a person not on the register to sign objections, 162-169 — ' — 
Power possessed by the revising barrister of inserting the number of the house when 
omitted, rather than strike the vote off the register; objection to doing away by Act 
of Parliament with the power of objecting, merely fur the purpose of amending the 
description; there is no method of enforcing correction, except by means of an objec- 

ticHj, 170-181. 184-189 A notice directed according to the description given in the 

claim would be a sufficient notice to strike off the vole, if not defended, 1S2, 183. 

How far it would be desirable that any person claiming to be put upon the register 

should be culled upon to prove his cjualiiicaiion, 190 In the case of a proved vote 

the onus of proof on a subsequent objection should be thrown upon tiie voter, subject to 

costs, 191-193 The extent to wliich costs should be given against a person objecting 

to a proved vote is a question of degree ; but they should not be less than 194-196 

There should nut be any deposit required on behalf of the party objected to, 

197 Ail persons objecting should deposit i 1. or 2 1. with tiie clerk of the peace, 198, 

igg Impracticability of depriving large and organized associations of the power of 

objecting to and defence of voles, 200 It is possible tliat large bodies of ineu may 

endeavour to inftiience elections, not only by making objections on a large scale, but also 
by pulling in claims to vote on a large scale ; this latter is not so likely on account of the 
power of the overseers to object to votes, 201-204. 

It might be advisable to give the party objected to, the power of giving notice by 

post tliat he does not intend to support Ills claim, 205, 206 Witness has never found 

a case in which a single objector had objected to one single vole, 206 The objections 

are almost universally signed by one person, 207 This party should be always avail- 
able for the payment of any aiuoiuit of costs awarded against him, 208-212 Gteatest 

number of objections witness has ever signed or directed to be signed in one year since 
the last Registration Act, 213-216— — The present facility given to objections leads to 

filvolous and vexatious objections to an objectionable extent, 217, 218 How far 

restricting the right of objection would be practicable, say, not merely to a person whose 
name appears on the register, but to a person living within the boundary of some limited 
district; it would not be necessary to limit tlie right to a given number, 219-224 — — 
Witness is not prepared to recommend the register to be final for any number of years, 
225. 283-294— — It would be beneficial to limit the right of objection on account of 
misdescription to those cases where the error <if description might he likely to mislead, 
226-231 Effect of the operations of the two political societies in Nortli Warwick- 
shire upon the register, 232-248 Further evidence as to the expediency of adopting 

a system of deposit for costs, 250-252 Further evidence as to the late period at 

which many of the notices of objections which were served by post in North VVarwick- 

shire were posted; suggestions on this subject, 253-279 Objection to requiring the 

objector to state the ground of objection in the notice, 280-282 Objection to allowing 

the same party to appear more than once on the register, 295-299. 

[SecondExamination.] Explanation of an apparent discrepancy in witness’s former evi- 
dence, and qualifying witness’s answer to a question with respect to objections against 
proved voters, 1672-1679 Statement made by witness, that he was in favour of exempt- 

ing a proved voter from being objected to, except upon the ground of change of qualifica- 
tion, but he would propose that this should not hold good ir^ cases where the entry in the 

register was so erroneous as to be calculated to mislead, 1672, 1673 Every ne>v claimant 

should 
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Whateley, George. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 
should be called upon in the first instance to substantiate liis vote, whether objected to 
or not, and thus place himself in the situation of a proved voter, 1673. 

It would be desirable that where on any list of voters affixed to a church door the local 
or other description of the qualification, or the place of abode, shall be imperfectly set 
forth, any elector or overseerof the parish may send, by post, a notice to the party, re- 
quiring him to give to the overseer, either personally or by post, before the holding of 
the barrister’s court, or to the barrister himself, such information respecting lum as shall 
enable him to give an accurate description, and that in ihe event of his not doing this, 

the barrister would be required to expunge the name, 1675-1678 Tliere is no disad- 

vanlase in compelling the objector to stale the nature of his objection and the ground of 

i0«Q There would be (-onsiclerable disadvantage in requiring the specific grounds 

of obiection to be stated in the strict mauner which is required in cases of parochial set- 

tlemit, 1679 Witness draws a distinction between the nature of the objection and 

the grounds of objection, ib. 

[Third Examination.] Remarks upon witness’s former suggestions, together with fur- 
ther su°-gestions tor the improvement of the Registration Aci, 5215,5216 All new 

claimaiits should be called upon to prove theirqualificaiioti in ihefirsi instance, 5216- 

An objector should siaie, in his notice of objection, the nature of his objection ; clause 
proposed for the purpose of carrying out lliis object, 5216,5217. 5220-5250 — — Wimess 
adheres to the opinion he expressed in his former evidence, with respect to a deposit tor 

costs 5218, 5219 Alteration proposed in the system by which the revising banisters 

are paid ; it would be a better tiling to pay them according to the lime occupied, 

-260 Advantages which would" arise from a list of the voters being made out by the 

clerk of the peace as well as by the overseers, 5253-.5263 Under the system proposed 

by witness, three notices of objection would be required, one to the voter, one to the 
cleik of the peace, and one to the overseer, wltich should be duplicates, 5204, 5265 — j— 
These together with the counterpart, which the objector retained for htmseif, would make 

four, all of which should be stamped, 5266, 5267 The revising barrister vvould have a 

copy of the list published by the clerk of the peace, and if he did not find the objection 
there, he would be precluded from entering into it, 5268. 

Proposition that new claims should be sent in to the overseer as at present, and not 

sent to the clerk of the peace, 5269. 5«?o The object of witness in proposing that 

a list should be published by the clerk of the peace is to provide for the deposit of costs, 
that the voter may know that that deposit has been made, 5270, 5271- -It is not 

necessary to have a deposit made in the case of a claim, 5273-5275 The deposit ot 

2 5 6d or 55. would not be sufficient, 5276-5283 Objections are usually made by a 

political party on one side or the other, 5277. 5291, 5292 U would be an inconvenience 

for them to have to put down 500 1. or i,oooZ., but this would not be so great as the 

inconvenience of the present system, 5278 seq. -A deposit would be no practical 

obstacle to fair objections being made, 5279, 5280 — -How far the revising bai 1 isters are 
tenacious of exercising the discretionary power they have of awarding cosis, 5281, 52S2. 

5284-5288 Length of time the proposed deposit would remain 10 the hands ot the 

clerk of the peace before the cases are likely to be heard, 5289. 

In the case of the withdrawal of an objection, the original duplicate should be placed in 

the hands of the party objected to, 5290 ^This would secure him against the re-appear- 

ance of theobjecSonfiJ. Reason why a declaration of the possession of a qariifac ation 

should cot be received as evidence before a. revising barrister s court, 5294 5296 
There would he no advantage in checking the interference of persons uul “f tjje district 

with the register, 5297-5300 A deposit on the part of the person objected to is not 

necessary I301, 6302-^Evidence generally respecting Ihe overseers’ objections; how 
far it Shfbe useful for other persons to object to the same parlies as well as the over- 
seers 5303-5315 ^There is no objecuon to the same parties being on the register more 

than^once provided they are registered for separate qualifications,' 5316-5305 
rnfficnlty n’^tbe way of reviving the powers of the Splitting Act; the creation at new 
foS a^ iifflcult Ih^ing to limi.?53o6, 5307— The Splitting Act, which was fram 
with verv great care, has failed in its operation, 5326 -In some cases, particularly m 

country plfces. it would be desirable to have another class of officers to oauy out the 

Regislrauon Act in lieu of the overseers, such as the clerk of the union, 5328 5330- 
Principal abuses arising out of the system of rent-charges, 533t"5337* 

WM. Oijsrtiutts. ^The aysiem of wholesak ^ has not 



iVing the register, but it has had the effect of causing a great number qt vaiia ana 
nnelceptionable votes being struck off, Passman 1238-1246— —Wholesale objectionsby a 
ceuTral'society are against fhe spirit of the Act, ib. 1247__tJlt.rna.ely the pari, e orm- 
ing such a body would have the control of the representatives of the kingdom at large, 
tif 1248, 1249 ^The system of wholesale objecuons to voters is veij much to be con- 

demned if pursued on either side. Helps 2236. 

Wilhch RoiertP. (Analysis of. his Evidence.) Postmaster at Manchester; recollect. 

the circumstance of a nuLber of notices being brought to him for posting on the 23^^ 

0.41. 3 H- 
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Willock, Robert P. (Anaijsis of his Evidence)— ccKifnwet?. 

August 1845; 1397, 1398 Particulars as to thenumber received on the 21st, 22d and 

S3d August ; they are presented open ; there are sometimes three copies, and sometimes 
two ; the postmaster has to compare the duplicate with the one stamped and sent, 1309- 

1409. 1421. 1536-1540 Specimens produced before the Committee, showing the 

form in which they were presented to the office, and to which witness strongly objected 
on seeing them; trouble which was given by the mode in which they were presented, 
1410-1413. 1410 Statement made by Mr. Acland, that he had done it for the con- 

venience of the othce, and in conformity with the Act of Parliament, 1414, 1415. 1420 

1'hey have never been received in this form before ; this mode of sending them 

increased the labours considerably 5 they had to be cut and folded, 1416-1419. 

Further particulars as to the receiving of the notices and the stamping of them; 
numbers despatched on each day between the 21st and 25th August, both inclusive; they 
bore the stamp of the date at which they were received, but not of the day on which 
they were despatched; they were not all despatched on the day they were received; 

the extraordinary influx of these notices was the cause of this delay, 1421-1 535 No 

notice was received beforehand that this influx was coming in, 1541 Some of these 

notices were so incorrectly directed, that they could not be despaiclied ; they were without 

any post-town upon them, 1542,1543 If any of them nad been returned from the 

Pead Letter Office, they would have come through the Manchester office again; witness 
does not recollect that there were any which came through the Dead Letter Office, 1544, 

1 545 With regard to stamping these notices, it is the duty of the clerk to look at the 

notice, and aseertaip. that the person’s name for whom it is intended is identical in the 
duplicate with that upon the notice which is forwarded, 1546 If they do not corre- 

spond, they are put on one side, and the attention of the party who delivered them called 

to them, 1547-1549- 

Separate instructions are given by the head of the post-office as to the mode of dealing 
wiib notices of objection; way in which the notices are dealt with when the two copies 

do not correspond, 1550-1559 Further evidence as to the posting of these notices; 

nearly the whole of iliem, amounting to 23,000, were posted by Mr. Acland, 1560-1566 

Cases in which one objection may lead to three notices being necessary, 1567, 1568 

Mode in which the autlioriiies at the post-office act when they find any directed 

merely to country villages without post-towns, so as to leave them at a loss where to 
send ; they are frequently addressed to the name of a farm without naming the post-town, 
and frequently to a township, withoutnaming either the county or the post-town, 1569 
- — Those notices not distributed are not stamped equally with those sent out; they are 

examined before the stamp is put on, 1570-1572 A letter, the direction of which is 

so uncertain as not to enable the authorities to find it, is returned unstamped, 1573" 

1575- 

Wilmot, William. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Solicitor residing at Coventry, 300, 301 

Has acted for the Coventry district since the Reform Bill passed, in attending to the 

register ; has had nothing to do with any association, nor is paid by any one, 302-304. 

404-417 Has been employed in making objections and in defending votes, as is 

the usual practice of solicitors in registration matters, 305-307 Attended the last 

revision in the registration court at Coventry; had received information previously that 
a great number of objections had been served; particulars respecting these objections, 
and the parties by whom served; the objections were all signed “ William Worthington;” 
number of these objections ; number which were signed in the names of Worthington 
and StaflPord, in the parishes of Birmingham and Astou-juxta-Birmingham; character 
and occupation of Worthington and Stafford; oath taken by Worthington, that the 
signatures to the objections were in hie handwriting, which v?ere afterwards sworn to, 
in the presence of the revising barrister, by Stafford, to be in his own handwriting, 

308-339- 

A great number of these objections were served upon persons whose qualification was 

undoubted and wellknown, 340-342 When it was discovered that Worthington had 

signed for Stafford, the objections were not proceed with, 343-356 In very few 

instances, when the objections were decided by the revising barrister to be frivolous and 

vexatious, were costs allowed by the revising barrister, 357-366 Number of votes 

objected to in the Coventry district; number struck off; number of objections heard 
which were made on the part of the Anti-Corn Law League ; number of objections made 
by the League, 367-380 — How far witness has been concerned in preferring claims 

for parlies to be placed on the register, 381-403 Witness is a member of a society 

called the Warwickshire Association for the Protection of Agriculture,” 4i8» 4^9"T“ 
Witness never received any communicalioti from that society relative to looking after 

the register on the part of the protection interest, 420 When witness knew that 

objections were going to be made to a great many in Coventry and in the southern 
division of Warwickshire, he went round and told the voters if they did not support their 
claims they would all be struck off by the League, 421, 422. 425-432. . 

If an objection be made, even when the party is entitled by law to vote, if he 60 
attend to substanuate his claim, he is struck off the register, 423, 424— —Votes should be 
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Wilmot, William. (Analysis of his Evideuce)— coniinueii. 

struck off tile reeister if they are not there according to law, 433, 434 cnses where 

the parties aie e^iiilled to vote, and there is merely an improper description or address, 
the revising bairisier should have the power of amending it without striking off the vote, 

Reference to the siaiute of 6 Viet, allowing the revising barrister to amend 

errors of this sort, 435, 436 Many of the votes that were struck off by the revising 

barristers since the list of objections by the League were improperly struck oif, 437"439 

Effect upon the resister of the last registration in North Warwickshire; doubts as 

to whether there are not as many bad votes now on the register as there were before the 
revision, 440-448. 

The revising' barristers do not give costs in a sufficient number of cases to prevent 

frivolous and vexatious objections, 443 revising barristers are as respectable and 

honourable men as can be met with, 450 Witness does noicotnplain of the barristers, 

but of the law; the law needs amendment, 451, 45'^ Without a revision the law would 

be very imperfect, 453 If parties did not make it their business to look alter the 

re-^i^try, and to object to votes that might be suspected to be improperly there, it would 

become impure, 454 It is desirable, for the purification of the register, that parties 

should go through it, aod object to those votes that, upon the lace of them, have a sus- 
picious appearance, 455 isuch objections must be controlled by societies of respect- 
able persons, 456. _ ' 

A pproval cl' the course llmt the Protection Society took i n having resolved to examine 

the register and endeavouring to purify it to add to their o»'H votes, 457 Reasons 

for disapproving of the League having acted upon this system ; they do not conhne 
themselves to any division where parties reside, but attack every constituency in Lugland; 
tliey object in every county ; evidence as to the objections made by the League in 
North Warwickshire, and parties by whom the objections were signed, 458-492—— 
Further evidence as to the association at Coventry for the registration of voters legally 
qualified and for the protection of claimants against frivoloos objections, 494-497- — 
Witness has not signed any petition to the House of Commons relative to registration, 
complaining of the interference of the League, 498-501. 

WiUon Georqe. (Analysis of bis Evidence.) Chairman of the Anti-Corn Law League, 

0567 Nature of this association, 3268 It has for some years past been a 

portion of the business of this association to attend to the registration of voters tot 

connties, 3269, 3270 The county registration has been found in the most tin perfect 

condition <1271 Parties have been found upon the registers who have been dead or 

disoualified for many years, ib. The registers, also, in many other t^pects, were 

found most imperfect, ib. Particnlars as to the number of voles struck off the register 

for North Lancashire in the year 1843 by the overseers, iS.- The nnmbet struck off 

shows a percentage of six per cent, on the total number registered,!^. Opinion that 

if the reister were properly looked after and purified, in the course of 10 yeais the nuin- 
ber of clianges would be equivalent to the total number on the register, 3271-337 . 
3310 3320.^ — Evidence respecting the attention which has been paid by both parnes to 

die register for South Lancashire, 3276 Statement that m the township of North 

MeoIs, an agricultural district near Southport, there are at present upon the registeis ol 
1845 and 1846, 548 names registered for properties in tliat township, there being actually 

°"taper delivered m,^ showing that a great number of persons appem twice on the 

for tile same residence and ihe same property, 3276, 3277— —Opinion that « 

these cases arose from new claims being made for the purpose of Mending the de3cri(> 

tions, the old claims not having been struck out, 3278, 3279- These instances show 

that unless the parties are objected 10 by somebody besides the 

to be an iniperlect register in a very short lime, 3279— Instances of the names of 
pa, ties bein| struck off the register for South Laucashite by the League the pan es 
having no heoeficial interest in the property lor which they claimed f 
similar instances at the revision tor Nonh Cheshire, m the year 1846, '““k 

lars respecting a case on one of the lists, in which there were the names of 15 or lb 
parties Liming in respect of freehold rent-charge out ot “f 

at Knntsford, George Cornwall Leigh, esq. ba>"g'heown^er,3282 

were obiected to by the League, and the names struck oft, 3282 -Ihe parties men 

applied to the barriLf for a cLe to go before the Common Pleas ; case which he granted , 
th'^r 0! dldno. go before the Com? of Common Pleas, as “ifXSTdSfi- 

3282-3284 Ihstances showing a similar state of the register m Mr 

I^Sv-^Also instances showing The stale of die register for East Gloucester ; case oi Mr. 
Bicitnall Estcourt, now Mr. Sotheron, 3287, 3288. 

Instance on the register for N ortli Lancashire, showing the imperfection of the register 

that were Lived, their names still remaining, diey having no qualifications, 3288, 32^^^^ 
2 H 2 ^ 



0.41. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




422 



WIL 



Report, 1846 — continued. 



Wilson, George. (Arralysis of his Evidence) — continued. 

Inquiries made by the agent into these cases ; these inquiries were made previously to 

sending out the notices, 3289,3290 Instance of Mr. Joseph Neeid, Member for 

Chippenham, being registered 16 times for North Wiltshire, every qualification being a 
good one, 3290 This is owing to the absence of some provision for removing dupli- 

cate entries or dead voters, 3291, 3292. 

Case of the name of Mr. Ralph Sneytl,of Keele Hall, appearing 12 times on the register 
for North Stafford ; difficulties in the way of the revising barrister inquiring as to dead 

men, 3293 The chief difficulty is, that the information must be obtained from sources 

which the overseers cannot get at ; the overseers generally being only able to give tm 

account of deaths if they happen in their own townships or parishes, 3293-3304 

Further instances of the same parlies being on the register several times, 3295-3298 — - 
Impurity of the register, arising from double entries, though they are not considered as 

impurities in law, 3299-3304 Considerable impurity and imperfection in the register 

arises from the complicated nature of the qualification, 3305 Parties can be on the 

register for a simple freehold qualification in 576 different ways, and might ail of them 
have good and fair qualiticaiions, ih. 

List of the various county qualifications, and nature of qualification, 3305-3309. 3311- 

3315 A vote has been claimed in several instances for railway shares, but such vote 

has not been held good, 3310, 3311 Witness puts in the paper, showing the various 

inodes in which a qualification can be acquired, with a view of showing the great atten- 
tion requisite to be paid to the register by any person wishing to purify it, 3316-3319 
■ -Necessity for n more accurate system of registration; the present system, unless 
very closely watched, and by some vigilant body, leads to very loose practices, 3321- 

3323 A great many charges made against ilie League with respect to registration 

may be defended upon the ground that the registers were so impure, 3323. 

The Act of 1843 has given very great facilities for purifying the register, 3324, 3325 

At the same time, it lias given great protection to the voter, 3324 The League 

corornenced operations with respect to tlie register in 1843; during the last year iliey 
have attended to the county registration by various agents, some through the Manchester 
office, which is a sort of central office ; extent to which these operations have been carried, 

first, by the Manchester office, and secondly, by local agents, 3326-3328 Statement 

generally as to the course which the League has pursued ; how far there was a legal 

reason for every objection taken by the League in 1845, 3329-3333 Statement as to 

the objections taken by the League in 1845, and the result of the different county 
revisions; examination thereupon, 3334-3343. 

[Second Examination.] Correftions of former evidence with respect to the registers 

for East Gloucester and for SouthStaffordshire, 3344-3346 Further evidence upon the 

statement delivered in by witness, showing the number of objections taken by the League 

■ 101845, result of the different county revisions, 3347-3351 Return of the 

• number which were decided upon in NorlhLancasbire in iheabsenceof thevoier,335Q 

Number of objections made by the League in North Lancashire j number withdrawn, and 
reasons for which withdrawn; number sustained ; numberof votes sustained; numberof 
votes amended, 335 ^“ 3359 - 33^4,3365 — ^In South Lancashire the system of the 
League has been reciprocated by a wholesale system of resistance on the part of the 

Conservatives, 3360-3363 Numberof objections made by the League in various 

counties, the merits of which were never discussed, 3366, 3367 Evidence respecting 

the large numberof objections taken in Buckinghamshire, 3368,3369 Further evi- 

dence as to the objections withdrawn in the various counties interfered in by the League, 

3370-3374- 

The League did not always doubt the qualification of the parties to whom they objected, 
but they did so in order that the parties might comply \\ith the requirements of the Act ; 
the grounds of objection were the same, or nearly the same, in all the counties in which 
the League interfered, 3375733^6 The agents of the League when before the regis- 

tration courts w’ere not limited by their briefs to the objections therein stated ; if they 
found other reasons for making objections, they immediately availed themselves of those 
objections, 3390, 3391— —lu all cases wliere the notices were late, the League abandoned 

the objections, except in one case in East Gloucester, 3393-3397 In the case of 

North Staffordshire, the decisions were all ruled by one simple objection ; cases of non- 

atiendnnce, on the supposition that the notice was a bad one, 339? Observations 

upon the evidence of Mr. Jenkins, with respect to the service of notices of objections by 
the League in South Cheshire, 3399 > 34^0 Remarks upon the evidence of Mr. Pass- 

man as to the objections to distant voters on the register for North Staffordshire, 34 ®^“ 

3403- Observations upon the evidence of Mr. George Whateley, with respect to the 

interference of the League with the registration for North Warwickshire, 3404-3408. 

Witness imagines that when a vote was struck off at the instance of the League, it 

would have been retained but for their interposition, 3409-3411 Evidence as to the 

great quantity of objections in North Warwickshire which were withdrawn by the 
League, the notices having been illegally signed by a man of the name of Stafford, for a 
person of the name of Worthington, but the voters were nevertheless compelled to attend, 

3412- 
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Wilson, George. (Analysis of his Evidence)— co^finwcrf. 

•24i2-'^4i4 Complaint made that the League have objected to many persons of un- 
doubted wealth ; reasons for their having done so, 34t5>34i^ Reasons for their 

obiectino to Mr. William Garnett, the late high sheriff of Lancashire, 3416 Also 

reions Ibr their objecting to the two Generals Lygon, in the parish of Tewkesbury, in 

East Gloucester, 3417-3419 Also ground on which they objected to the vote of 

Mr.Dowdeswell, the Member for Tewkesbury, 3420, 3421 Evidence as to their rea- 

sons for olijecting to various other votes of men of property, and who there could be no 

doubt were entitled to vote, 3422-3434 Evidence with respect to the interference ot 

the Anti-Corn Law League in the registration of East Gloucester, and observations 
on the evidence of Mr. "Helps given before this Committee on the subject, 3437"3443« 



3447- 

Parlies making claims to vote in right of the church were in many instances particu- 
larly singled oat by the League in their objections, 3443"3446 Comparison between 

the proceedings of the League and the proceedings of the Protectionists w-ith reference 
to the number of objections in South Lancashire and North Cheshire j examination there- 
upon 3448-3461 Comparative number of objections taken under the Kefoiro Act and 

under ihe operationsof theLeague, 3462-3469 It has never been iheobjectof the League 

to reduce the register, 3470 They have never touched a county in which they have not 

materially increased the constiluency.iJ. Further evidence as to the complete changes 

constantly taking place In the register, £6. Table showing the change which took 

place in the registers for the counties of Souili Lancashire, North Lancashire and North 
Cheshire in two years, 1843, 1844; evidence as to the nature of many of these changes, 
3470-3474- 34?7-34^> 'ihe%e great changes may be mainly attributed to the opera- 

tions of the League, 3475, 3476. 

Reason whv local societies could not afford the same security for the purification of the 

register which a central body could afford, 3482-3485 would be very destrab e to 

purify the register by an independent party, unbiassed by political views ; impractica- 

tiliiy ofdoini this, 3486-3489 There is no security for the purification of the register, 

except in freedom of objection, 3490 Extern to which the purchase of freeholds for 

erantin-r rent-charges for the purchase of votes was carried on m tlie ypr 1845 i 

suppose'd to amount to about half a million of money, 3491 ;-No portion of the League 

fund has been applied to the purchase of these votes ; explanation as to the mode in which 

the money of the League is voted, 349*“3497 How far money has been deposited 

by parties with the agents of the League for the purpose of procuring votes, 3498-3500- 

3504-3506. 3508-35H The League gives every facility for the acquisition of votes, 

but not a sixpence has been paid by the League for such purchase, 3501-3503. 3507. 
Witness is not aware of there being any actual fund in any place whatever under the 

control of the agents of the League, 351 5. 35 16 -In the case of a party being desirous of 

purchasing a qualification from one oftlie agents of the League in the county, the qua i- 
fication would not be purchased without the money required being paid down by the 

party 4517-3522 How far Colonel Tiiompson was supported by the League in the 

fate election for Sunderland; evidence as to how far the expenses were paid byt^be 

T^patrue 4510. 4541-4541 If an agent were to procure a quahncaiioo without 

firsU-ecefving'lhe money, he would do it suoperkulo, 3524, 3525— --Opiiiiori pro yunce d 
bv Chief Justice Tinclal, that the purchase of votes was legal aud laudable, 3526 U 
has been stated by the revising barristers in some of the ctiunpes in which the League 
has interfered, lliat the counties may consider themselves indebted to 
attention they have paid in purifying llie registration, 3527-3530— -Maniiei in which 
the council of the lLsuc is chosen ; election of treasurer ; execul.ve conncl ; finaOM 

committee; their antlurrity, &c., 3643-3646 Objection expressed by witness to state 

the amount of the expenses incurred by the League at the Sunderland election, he 
having previously stated that none of the election expenses were paid by the League, 

^^[ThW Examination.! Tlic paper called " The League,” is issued under the authority 
of the Anti-Corn Law League, and is under their especial control, 3663-35“». 36«9-— 
Extract from “The League" newspaper, showing the receipt “I the 

Leaaue for the year 1845 ; verification of this statement by witness, 3264-3566 • 

ixt?rlJtt ’"orn “ The League ” newspaper dated 13 December 1845, being a statement 
made by witness with reference to the success of tlie Anli-Cmn Law League, and 
the process which has been adopted by the League in the registratmit “uro i ^ 
is not in a position to verify this statement, 3567-3585--Wm,ess 
knowledge of any building society in Surrey to which the League have directed Ita 

attention, 3586 Reference to the statement made by witness, reported in 1 he League 

of rjth January 1846, that upon the revision of 1S45, the League had on the whole 
I'n'^c-stimencVofEngld a clear gain of *«i446 votes tn^agm 

^The Anti-Corn Law League have, lor the purpose of atiendiHo to the regis 

iration, as regards the boroughs, divided the country into districts, 369° ^59 
far any such division has taken place with respect to the county legistration, 359i 
Particulars as to the agencies established in the various counties, and as to their powers 
0.41. 3^3 
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Wilson, George. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 

with respect to the purchase and distribution of qualifications, 3593-3605 Particulars 

with respect to the agents employed by the League in the revision courts of the regis- 
tration for the counties, 3593. 3606-3609. 

Witness understands by a perfectly pure register, a register in which all the good votes 
of a county should be registered according to the strict legal forms prescribed ty the Act, 

3610- The objections on the part of the League have been with a view to removing bad 

votes, or amending imperfect descriptions, 3611 ^The objections proceeding from the 

Anti-Corn Law League have been entirely directed against those parties whom they 

supposed did not agree with them in political opinions, 3612 The effect of the 

registration, as carried on by them, would be to leave great impurities on their own side, 

3613-3615 Further evidence as to a large association being the only eft'eciual means 

of purifying the register ; organization for this purpose being after all merely a question 

of pecuniary means, 3616-3627 Evidence to shov/ that the power of the League 

is wielded by what may be called a self-constituted body, the executive council, 362S- 

3637 The Registration of Voters Act does not require any very material alteration; 

suggestions as to some slight improvements which might be made in it, particularly as 

regards the simplification of the qualification, 3638-3697- It would not be advisable 

to impose any restrictions on the present power of objecting, 3698 Witness would 

be very careful indeed of placing the power of giving costs in any case, 3699. 

No distinction should be drawn between objections to a new claim, and the objection 
to a name on the register ; the practice of the barrister would secure the best lest in these 

cases, 3700 The .present amount of costs the revising barrister has the power of 

awarding is a sufficient protection against frivolous and vexatious objections, 3701-3709 

Comparison between the position of a county and a borough voter as to the trouble 

of attending to the register, 3710-3714 Further opinion that, in the case of the 

objections to the non-resident voters of North Warwicksliire, great pains were taken in 
making inquiries to ascertain the facts, 3716. 

Jf^ilson, John. (Analysis of his Evidence.) Solicitor at Congleton ; has had some expe- 
rience in registration courts ; has acted for the district, including Congleton and the 

neighbouring townsliips, in the southern division of Chester, 16B0, 1681 Witness had 

occasion to look after the registration in that district in August last; statement as to 

what took place there in regard to the service of notices of objection, 1683 et seg. 

Evidence with respect to the universal signature to the objections of the names of two 
objectors-general, Samuel Hicton, of Rood-lane, Congleton, and Abraham Goodwin, of 

Sandbach, 1684. 1690-1727 Total number of objections ; number in the Congleton 

district, 1685 All the objections which came from Manchester, and which were all 

objections to Conservative votes, were signed by one or other of these parties, 1686-1690 

■^•^Witness attended in the revision court, 1691 Number of objections in the 

parish of Congleton; number of votes struck off; some were amended in consequence of 

objections, and the parties were refused their costs on that ground only, 1728-1749 

None were heard upon the ground that the notice was informal or too late, 1750- — 
Number of cases in which costs were awarded, i7ot-i753* 

Numberofobjections taken andnuroberestablished in Buglawton,i754, 1755 Num- 

ber of objections in Smallwood in which the notices were held to be too lare ; opinion 
that not one of them would have been sustained if they had been heard, 1754-1760- — - 
Decision of the Court of Common Pleas, which has been had subsequently upon asimi- 
lar case to these notices ; the Court of Common Pleas has held that those notices were 

not too late, 1761-1763 With regard to the objections that were not heard by the 

barrister, on the ground that the notices were too late, costs were not given in any case, 

1764 Number of objections made by the Conservative party; number sustained ; 

party by whom signed, 1765-1770 Class of persons that were chiefly objected to, 

1771-1779 Witness has attended to the registration for three years, and each time a 

different neighbour of his has signed the objections, 1780 -Witness has never made 

any objection without having caiefully inquired into the qualification of the voiet or 
other circumstances connected with the vote, 1781. 

No objection has been made on the ground of misdescription or imperfect description, 

1782,1783 Remuneration is made to the objector I’or his loss of time, it is very 

trifling, 1784— 1787— —Average number of objections made by the Conservative parly 

since the last Registration Act, 1788, 1789 It would be desirable to limit the right of 

objection to persons resident within the same polling district or some specified limit; a 

limit within the township would be too small, 1790, 1791 Further evidence as to the 

nature of the objections in the Congleton court, and as to costs being allowed ; parties 
by whom these objeciions were signed; most of them came from Manchester, 1792-1802 

It is not so commoQ to put bad votes on the register as it is common for votes to 

become bad, 1803 — -Interference of the Anii-Com Law League with respect to voles 
at Congleton, 1804-1818. - 

Withdrawal 
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Withdrawal of Objections : 

Generally. Evidence as to the objections withdrawn in the various counties 
interfered in by the League, G. Wilson 337“-3374 — —I” ‘he case of the withdrawal 
of an objection, the original duplicate sliould be placed in the hands of the party objected 

to, Wkateley this would secure him against the re-appearance of the objection, 

ih. 

North Warwick. Evidence as to the withdrawal of notices in North Warwickshire, 

Whateley 141-144 Withdrawal of objections at the revision at Birmingham ; they 

were withdrawn in consequence of the notice having been found to be informal ; number 
so withdrawn; number of fraudulent objections made, ileiiert 661-671. 

North Staffordshire. Evidence as to the attendance and proceedings of a man of the 
name of Carman in the revision courts ; he was an avowed agent of the Anti-Corn Law 
League; withdrawal of notices by Mr. Carman, Passmim 1156-1168. 

East Gloucester. Tlie notice of withdrawal would not he any security that the vote 
would not be struck off; a circular was issued by witness advising the parties not to 
attend to this notice of withdrawal, but aileiid the court to prove tlieir cases ; they 

attended in co.nsequence, Selps 2111-2116 Examination as to the notice of 

withdrawal by Mr. Acland of some of the objections which had been signed by Bishop, 
ib. 2249-2288. 

•Worthington, William. See Signature to Objections. 
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